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SECTION 1. GENERAL INFORMATION

1.1 BACKGROUND

Technologies under development for the detection and discrimination of unexploded
ordnance (UXO) require testing so that their performance can be characterized. To that end,
Standardized Test Sites have been developed at Aberdeen Proving Ground (APG), Maryland and
U.S. Army Yuma Proving Ground (YPG), Arizona. These test sites provide a diversity of
geology, climate, terrain, and weather as well as diversity in ordnance and clutter. Testing at
these sites is independently administered and analyzed by the government for the purposes of
characterizing technologies, tracking performance with system development, comparing
performance of different systems, and comparing performance in different environments.

The Standardized UXO Technology Demonstration Site Program is a multi-agency
program spearheaded by the U.S. Army Environmental Center (AEC). The U.S. Army Aberdeen
Test Center (ATC) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Engineering Research and Development
Center (ERDC) provide programmatic support. The program is being funded and supported by
the Environmental Security Technology Certification Program (ESTCP), the Strategic
Environmental Research and Development Program (SERDP) and the Army Environmental
Quality Technology Program (EQT).

1.2 SCORING OBJECTIVES
The objective in the Standardized UXO Technology Demonstration Site Program is to
evaluate the detection and discrimination capabilities of a given technology under various field

and soil conditions. Inert munitions and clutter items are positioned in various orientations and
depths in the ground.

The evaluation objectives are as follows:

a. To determine detection and discrimination effectiveness under realistic scenarios that
vary targets, geology, clutter, topography, and vegetation.

b. To determine cost, time, and manpower requirements to operate the technology.

c. To determine demonstrator’s ability to analyze survey data in a timely manner and
provide prioritized “Target Lists” with associated confidence levels.

d. To provide independent site management to enable the collection of high quality,
ground-truth, geo-referenced data for post-demonstration analysis.

1.2.1 Scoring Methodology

a. The scoring of the demonstrator’s performance is conducted in two stages. These two
stages are termed the RESPONSE STAGE and DISCRIMINATION STAGE. For both stages,
the probability of detection (Pyg) and the false alarms are reported as receiver-operating



characteristic (ROC) curves. False alarms are divided into those anomalies that correspond to
emplaced clutter items, measuring the probability of false positive (Pg), and those that do not
correspond to any known item, termed background alarms.

b. The RESPONSE STAGE scoring evaluates the ability of the system to detect emplaced
targets without regard to ability to discriminate ordnance from other anomalies. For the blind
grid RESPONSE STAGE, the demonstrator provides the scoring committee with a target
response from each and every grid square along with a noise level below which target responses
are deemed insufficient to warrant further investigation. This list is generated with minimal
processing and, since a value is provided for every grid square, will include signals both above
and below the system noise level.

c. The DISCRIMINATION STAGE evaluates the demonstrator’s ability to correctly
identify ordnance as such and to reject clutter. For the blind grid DISCRIMINATION STAGE,
the demonstrator provides the scoring committee with the output of the algorithms applied in the
discrimination-stage processing for each grid square. The values in this list are prioritized based
on the demonstrator’s determination that a grid square is likely to contain ordnance. Thus,
higher output values are indicative of higher confidence that an ordnance item is present at the
specified location. For digital signal processing, priority ranking is based on algorithm output.
For other discrimination approaches, priority ranking is based on human (subjective) judgment.
The demonstrator also specifies the threshold in the prioritized ranking that provides optimum
performance, (i.e. that is expected to retain all detected ordnance and rejects the maximum
amount of clutter).

d. The demonstrator is also scored on EFFICIENCY and REJECTION RATIO, which
measures the effectiveness of the discrimination stage processing. The goal of discrimination is
to retain the greatest number of ordnance detections from the anomaly list, while rejecting the
maximum number of anomalies arising from non-ordnance items. EFFICIENCY measures the
fraction of detected ordnance retained after discrimination, while the REJECTION RATIO
measures the fraction of false alarms rejected. Both measures are defined relative to
performance at the demonstrator-supplied level below which all responses are considered noise,
i.e., the maximum ordnance detectable by the sensor and its accompanying false positive rate or
background alarm rate.

e. Based on configuration of the ground truth at the standardized sites and the defined
scoring methodology, there exists the possibility of having anomalies within overlapping halos
and/or multiple anomalies within halos. In these cases, the following scoring logic is
implemented:

(1) In situations where multiple anomalies exist within a single Rya, the anomaly with
the strongest response or highest ranking will be assigned to that particular ground truth item.

(2) For overlapping Ry, situations, ordnance has precedence over clutter. The anomaly
with the strongest response or highest ranking that is closest to the center of a particular ground
truth item gets assigned to that item. Remaining anomalies are retained until all matching is
complete.



(3) Anomalies located within any Rpai, that do not get associated with a particular ground
truth item are thrown out and are not considered in the analysis.

f. All scoring factors are generated utilizing the Standardized UXO Probability and Plot
Program, version 3.1.1.

1.2.2 Scoring Factors

Factors to be measured and evaluated as part of this demonstration include:

a. Response Stage ROC curves:

(1) Probability of Detection (Pg™).

(2) Probability of False Positive (Pg, ).

(3) Background Alarm Rate (BAR™) or Probability of Background Alarm (Pgs™).
b. Discrimination Stage ROC curves:

(1) Probability of Detection (Pg**).

(2) Probability of False Positive (Pg,").

(3) Background Alarm Rate (BARY*) or Probability of Background Alarm (Pga®*).
c. Metrics:

(1) Efficiency (E).

(2) False Positive Rejection Rate (Rgp).

(3) Background Alarm Rejection Rate (Rpa).

d. Other:

(1) Probability of Detection by Size and Depth.

(2) Classification by type (i.e., 20-, 40-, 105-mm, etc.).

(3) Location accuracy.

(4) Equipment setup, calibration time and corresponding man-hour requirements.

(5) Survey time and corresponding man-hour requirements.



(6) Reacquisition/resurvey time and man-hour requirements (if any).

(7) Downtime due to system malfunctions and maintenance requirements.
1.3 STANDARD AND NONSTANDARD INERT ORDNANCE TARGETS

The standard and nonstandard ordnance items emplaced in the test areas are listed in
Table 1. Standardized targets are members of a set of specific ordnance items that have identical
properties to all other items in the set (caliber, configuration, size, weight, aspect ratio, material,

filler, magnetic remanence, and nomenclature). Nonstandard targets are inert ordnance items
having properties that differ from those in the set of standardized targets.

TABLE 1. INERT ORDNANCE TARGETS

Standard Type

Nonstandard (NS)

20-mm Projectile M55

20-mm Projectile M55

20-mm Projectile M97

40-mm Grenades M385

40-mm Grenades M385

40-mm Projectile MKII Bodies

40-mm Projectile M813

BDU-28 Submunition

BLU-26 Submunition

M42 Submunition

57-mm Projectile APC M86

60-mm Mortar M49A3

60-mm Mortar (JPG)

60-mm Mortar M49

2.75-inch Rocket M230

2.75-inch Rocket M230

2.75-inch Rocket XM?229

MK 118 ROCKEYE

81-mm Mortar M374

81-mm Mortar (JPG)

81-mm Mortar M374

105-mm HEAT Rounds M456

105-mm Projectile M60

105-mm Projectile M60

155-mm Projectile M483A1

155-mm Projectile M483A

500-1b Bomb

JPG = Jefferson Proving Ground
HEAT = high-explosive antitank




SECTION 2. DEMONSTRATION

2.1 DEMONSTRATOR INFORMATION

2.1.1 Demonstrator Point of Contact (POC) and Address

POC: Mr. Jim Hild
303-278-8700
jimh @blackhawkegeo.com

Address: Blackhawk GeoServices
301 Commercial Road, Suite B
Golden, CO 80401

2.1.2 System Description (provided by demonstrator)

Simultaneous Magnetometry and Pulsed electromagnetic (EM) recorded and controlled in
one unit. The approach Blackhawk will demonstrate is a small hand towed trailer one-man
EM/MAG system (fig. 1). The proposed AGS1-MK-II system will record four Cesium
magnetometer sensors (Geometrics G822/A) as well as an EM61 MKII system. The cesium
vapor sensors will be sampled during the ‘off’ time of the EM pulse. When set for operation in
60Hz power areas, the EM61 MII continuously emits EM pulses at a repetition rate of 75 Hz.
Given a decay time of approximately 8 msec, this leaves a further 5 msec during which the
larmor signals from the magnetometer systems can be counted and measured.

Figure 1. Demonstrator’s system, Simultaneous Magnetometry and Pulsed EM/man-portable.
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The AGSI1-MK-II system uses proprietary counters implemented in FPGA (Field
Programmable Gate Array) integrated circuits to measure the frequency of the larmor signal with
a resolution of approximately 0.015 nT in a time of 5 msec. The actual measurement time used
can be controlled by the operator from between 1.3 msec (resolution approximately 0.1nT) to
30 msec (0.001nT).

The sync output pulse of the EM61 MKII is used to synchronize the counters of the
AGS1-MK-II so that they begin a measurement of the larmor frequency at a programmable delay
time after the falling edge of the 4 msec wide sync pulse.

The operation of the AGS1-MK-II and the recording of data is controlled over a single
standard 115Kbaud RS232 link by a notebook PC running custom data acquisition software
(AGS dat) under Windows 2000. The AGS1-MK-II uses dual 32 bit embedded processors, each
controlling 2 larmor counters as well as sharing the handling of the data from the other sensors.
The single logged file is then processed to give both a magnetic data grid and an EM data grid.

Main system components:

e 4 cesium vapor sensors

1 EM MKII sensors
e SeaTerra AGS MK-II system controller

e DGPS (Trimble 5700 with base station or Trimble AG-Global Positioning System
(GPS) with satellite reference signal)

e optional 3-axis digital compass

e optional 3D component fluxgate magnetometer for compensation
e notebook computer

o proprietary data recording and navigational software AGSDat

e npavigation instruments and displays

o proprietary data processing software AGSProc

o Platforms: hand carried one and two man system; hand towed one man system; vehicle
towed trailer system

2.1.3 Data Processing Description (provided by demonstrator)

Blackhawk will collect data in this area using GPS positioning methods. The GPS
antennae will be located on the sensor cart mounted directly over the center of the sensor arrays.
The sensor array will consist of four G858 sensors spaced 0.33 meters apart and a 1.0-meter by
0.5-meter EM61 MKII coil, resulting in a 1-meter sample width. Position data will be recorded
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on the AGS-MXK-II data logger along with the sensor data. The AGS1-MK-II system is also used
to record the EM61 MKII data. The magnetic data is recorded in distance mode at 5 cm intervals
using a cotton thread odometer or a wheel trigger and/or DGPS. The EM61 MKII data is
recorded in distance mode using the wheel odometer to give 20 cm samples.

The raw data from the AGS-MK-II is output in a binary format. The binary format is
converted to American Standard Code for Information Interchange (ASCII) with the AGSProc
processing software. Numerous import and export options of the AGSProc software making the
system open for allow for data exchange (GIS, CAD, XYZ, and Geosoft formats).

Prior to data collection, Blackhawk will survey a grid system over the site on 200 ft by
200 ft centers. Data will be collected within the 200 ft grids. Measuring tapes will be stretched
across the boundries of the grid and at several locations within the gird. The number of markings
will depend on the openness of the terrain. Data will be collected along nominal 2.5 to 3.0 foot
line spacings. Traffic cone markers will be placed along the tapes and moved as the equipment
operator passes the tape. This will ensure that the sensor array maintains a nominal 2.5 to 3-foot
spacing between survey lines. The actual position of the geophysical sensors will be determined
from the GPS.

In those areas of the open field test site where there are obstructions, the established grids
will be 100 feet by 100 feet to ensure coverage.

2.1.4 Data Submission Format

Data were submitted for scoring in accordance with data submission protocols outlined in
the Standardized UXO Technology Demonstration Site Handbook. These submitted data are not
included in this report in order to protect ground truth information.

2.1.5 Demonstrator Quality Assurance (QA) and Quality Control (QC) (provided by
demonstrator)

Overview of Quality Control (QC).

The positioning information, survey setup parameters and sensor data are recorded on a
mobile laptop computer/field data logger. The data recording allows real time control and
display of all survey information and the survey data. A programmable acoustic tone is used to
indicate to the operator monitor the signal level from one or more of the sensors. This is
basically real time data quality control, which is very useful because the operator is not able to
watch the display all the time during fieldwork. The navigational display shows real time sensor
tracks overlaid on the survey map. WGS 84 coordinates are transformed in real time into local or
Universal Transverse Mercator (UTM) coordinates. Sensor signal data, speed, compass
information as well as technical parameters like battery voltage etc. are visible in real time for
the operator. The first initial data processing is optimized allowing the data to be processed
onsite. The proprietary data processing software AGSpProc is used to view the recorded raw
data as profile lines and as a gridded image. Viewing this data takes a few minutes and allows an
immediate control of the data quality as well as the coverage of the area in the field.
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Prior to data collection, all electronic equipment is turned on and warmed up for a
minimum of 15 minutes. After warm up, data are recorded for the EM and magnetic sensors for
three minutes. This information is used to verify the proper performance of the sensors prior to
collection of survey data. In addition, data are recorded over a ferrous metal standard located in
the same position relative to the geophysical sensors on a daily basis. This ensures that sensor
response is consistent throughout the survey. Positional accuracy of the system is also verified
on a daily basis by data collection over a point whose absolute location is known. Data are
collected in opposite travel directions in two traverses across the point. This data is recorded and
used to verify the GPS is operating correctly. If during the real time monitoring of the survey
data the operator suspects that all or a portion of the system is not operating correctly, the QC
tests are repeated.

Overview of Quality Assurance (QA).

Blackhawk has conducted geophysical surveys for government and private clients during
which stringent QA/QC procedures have been required. Blackhawk’s corporate QA/QC
program is developed to provide guidance for all divisions of the firm. QA/QC procedures are
applied to each project and peer review of work/reports is the standard protocol.

Blackhawk management identifies project key project personnel and project team members
with designated responsibilities and requirements. The project manager (PM) meets the
qualification requirements of the project, including education, experience, and registrations. The
PM or if applicable, the QA/QC officer, ensures equipment validation including equipment
testing for representativeness in addition to correctness for expected result along with equipment
standardization for functionality and optimization to meet acceptance criteria.

There is also verification of format for deliverables (e.g., data and reports) and their
schedule as well as data recording and documentation; data transmission and verification that all
recorded data are present; and data monitoring which includes monitoring the standardization
parameters required to meet the acceptance criteria, including monitoring for accuracy and
precision. Data evaluation includes data interpretation and reporting.

Final reporting of all these actions includes peer review/senior review approval.

As a result of this successful QA/QC program, Blackhawk and Blackhawk-led teams have
well-defined responsibilities that include stop-work authority and organizational freedom to
identify problems and to evaluate, initiate, recommend or provide solutions; and to approve
corrective actions thus ensuring that all work complies with stipulated contractual requirements.

2.1.6 Additional Records

The following record(s) by this vendor can be accessed via the Internet as MicroSoft Word
documents at www.uxotestsites.org. The counterparts to this report are the Blind Grid, Scoring
Record No. 622, the Open Field, Scoring Record No. 632.




2.2 APG SITE INFORMATION
2.2.1 Location

The APG Standardized Test Site is located within a secured range area of the Aberdeen
Area. The Aberdeen Area of APG is located approximately 30 miles northeast of Baltimore at
the northern end of the Chesapeake Bay. The Standardized Test Site encompasses 17 acres of
upland and lowland flats, woods and wetlands.

2.2.2 Soil Type

According to the soils survey conducted for the entire area of APG in 1998, the test site
consists primarily of Elkton Series type soil (ref 2). The Elkton Series consist of very deep,
slowly permeable, poorly drained soils. These soils formed in silty aeolin sediments and the
underlying loamy alluvial and marine sediments. They are on upland and lowland flats and in
depressions of the Mid-Atlantic Coastal Plain. Slopes range from O to 2 percent.

ERDC conducted a site-specific analysis in May of 2002 (ref 3). The results basically
matched the soil survey mentioned above. Seventy percent of the samples taken were classified
as silty loam. The majority (77 percent) of the soil samples had a measured water content
between 15- and 30-percent with the water content decreasing slightly with depth.

For more details concerning the soil properties at the APG test site, go to
www.uxotestsites.org on the web to view the entire soils description report.

2.2.3 Test Areas

A description of the test site areas at APG is included in Table 2.

TABLE 2. TEST SITE AREAS

Area Description
Calibration Grid |Contains 14 standard ordnance items buried in six positions at various angles and
depths to allow demonstrator to calibrate their equipment.
Blind Test Grid Contains 400 grid cells in a 0.2-hectare (0.5 acre) site. The center of each grid cell
contains ordnance, clutter or nothing.
Open Field A 4-hectare (10-acre) site containing open areas, dips, ruts and obstructions that
challenge platform systems or hand held detectors. The challenges include a
gravel road, wet areas and trees. The vegetation height varies from 15 to 25 cm.

Woods 1.35-acre area consisting of cleared woods (tree removal with only stumps
remaining), partially cleared woods (including all underbrush and fallen trees),
and virgin woods (i.e., woods in natural state with all trees, underbrush, and
fallen trees left in place).

(Page 10 Blank)



SECTION 3. FIELD DATA

3.1 DATE OF FIELD ACTIVITIES (31 August and 2 September 2004)
3.2 AREAS TESTED/NUMBER OF HOURS

Areas tested and total number of hours operated at each site are summarized in Table 3.

TABLE 3. AREAS TESTED AND

NUMBER OF HOURS

Area Number of Hours
Calibration Lanes 2.92
Woods 8.50

3.3 TEST CONDITIONS

3.3.1 Weather Conditions

An APG weather station located approximately one mile west of the test site was used to
record average temperature and precipitation on a half hour basis for each day of operation. The
temperatures listed in Table 4 represent the average temperature during field operations from
0700 to 1700 hours while precipitation data represents a daily total amount of rainfall. Hourly
weather logs used to generate this summary are provided in Appendix B.

TABLE 4. TEMPERATURE/PRECIPITATION DATA SUMMARY

Date, 2004 Average Temperature, °F | Total Daily Precipitation, in.
31August 79.50 0.00
2 September 76.44 0.00

3.3.2 Field Conditions

Blackhawk surveyed the Woods on 31 August and 2 September 2004. The Woods had
several muddy areas and standing puddles of water due to rain prior to testing.

3.3.3 Soil Moisture

Three soil probes were placed at various locations within the site to capture soil moisture
data: Blind Grid, Calibration, Mogul, and Open Field areas. Measurements were collected in
percent moisture and were taken twice daily (morning and afternoon) from five different soil
depths (1 to 6 in., 6 to 12 in., 12 to 24 in., 24 to 36 in., and 36 to 48 in.) from each probe. Soil
moisture logs are included in Appendix C.
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3.4 FIELD ACTIVITIES

3.4.1 Setup/Mobilization

These activities included initial mobilization and daily equipment preparation and break
down. A three-person crew took 13 hours and 15 minutes to perform the initial setup and
mobilization. There was 1-hour of daily equipment preparation and end of the day equipment
break down lasted 25 minutes.

3.4.2 Calibration
Blackhawk spent a total of 2 hours and 55 minutes in the calibration lanes, of which 1-hour
and 15 minutes was spent collecting data. An additional 20 minutes was spent calibrating in the

woods.

3.4.3 Downtime Occasions

Occasions of downtime are grouped into five categories: equipment/data checks or
equipment maintenance, equipment failure and repair, weather, Demonstration Site issues, or
breaks/lunch. All downtime 1s included for the purposes of calculating labor costs (section 5)
except for downtime due to Demonstration Site i1ssues. Demonstration Site issues, while noted in
the Daily Log, are considered non-chargeable downtime for the purposes of calculating labor
costs and are not discussed. Breaks and lunches are discussed in this section and billed to the
total Site Survey area.

3.4.3.1 Equipment/data checks, maintenance. Equipment data checks and maintenance
activities accounted for 55 minutes of site usage time. These activities included changing out
batteries and routine data checks to ensure the data was being properly recorded/collected.
Blackhawk spent no additional time for breaks and lunches.

3.4.3.2 Equipment failure or repair. No time was needed to resolve equipment failures that
occurred while surveying the Woods.

3.4.3.3 Weather. No weather delays occurred during the survey.

3.4.4 Data Collection

Blackhawk spent a total time of 8 hours and 30 minutes in the Wooded area, 6 hours and
10 minutes of which was spent collecting data.

3.4.5 Demobilization

The Blackhawk survey crew went on to conduct a full demonstration of the site.
Therefore, demobilization did not occur until 2 September 2004. On that day, it took the crew
1-hour and 35 minutes to break down and pack up their equipment.
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3.5 PROCESSING TIME

Blackhawk submitted the raw data from the demonstration activities on the last day of the
demonstration, as required. The scoring submittal data was also provided within the required
30-day timeframe.

3.6 DEMONSTRATOR’S FIELD PERSONNEL

Rich Bloom:  Operations Manager
Jason Meglich: General Field Support
Edgar Schwab: Data Processing, Field Support

3.7 DEMONSTRATOR’S FIELD SURVEYING METHOD

Blackhawk surveyed the Woods starting in the southeast corner of and in a south/north
direction. Blackhawk surveyed the Woods in a linear fashion. Blackhawk started surveying in
the cleared areas of the woods and worked back towards the congested portion of the woods.

3.8 SUMMARY OF DAILY LOGS

Daily logs capture all field activities during this demonstration and are located in
Appendix D. Activities pertinent to this specific demonstration are indicated in highlighted text.
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SECTION 4. TECHNICAL PERFORMANCE RESULTS

4.1 ROC CURVES USING ALL ORDNANCE CATEGORIES

Figure 2, 4, and 6 shows the probability of detection for the response stage (P4™") and the
discrimination stage (Pa¥%) versus their respective probability of false positive for the EM
sensor(s), MAG sensor(s) and combined EM/MAG picks respectively. Figure 3, 5, and 7 shows
both probabilities plotted against their respective background alarm rate. Both figures use
horizontal lines to illustrate the performance of the demonstrator at two demonstrator-specified
points: at the system noise level for the response stage, representing the point below which
targets are not considered detectable, and at the demonstrator’s recommended threshold level for
the discrimination stage, defining the subset of targets the demonstrator would recommend
digging based on discrimination. Note that all points have been rounded to protect the ground
truth.

The overall ground truth is composed of ferrous and non-ferrous anomalies. Due to
limitations of the magnetometer, the non-ferrous items cannot be detected. Therefore, the ROC
curves presented in figures 4 and 5 of this section are based on the subset of the ground truth that
is solely made up of ferrous anomalies.
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Figure 2. Pulse EM wooded probability of detection for response and discrimination stages versus their
respective probability of false positive over all ordnance categories combined.
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Figure 3. Pulse EM wooded probability of detection for response and discrimination stages versus their
respective background alarm rate over all ordnance categories combined.
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Figure 4. Simultaneous Magnetometry wooded probability of detection for response and discrimination
stages versus their respective probability of false positive over all ordnance categories
combined.
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Figure 5. Simultaneous Magnetometry wooded probability of detection for response and discrimination
stages versus their respective background alarm rate over all ordnance categories combined.
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Figure 6. Combined Sensor wooded probability of detection for response and discrimination stages
versus their respective probability of false positive over all ordnance categories combined.
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Figure 7. Combined Sensor wooded probability of detection for response and discrimination stages
versus their respective background alarm rate over all ordnance categories combined.

4.2 ROC CURVES USING ORDNANCE LARGER THAN 20 MM

Figure 8, 10, and 12 shows the probability of detection for the response stage (P4“") and
the discrimination stage (P4™*) versus their respective probability of false positive when only
targets larger than 20 mm are scored for the EM sensor(s), MAG sensor(s) and Combined
EM/MAG picks respectively. Figure 9, 11, and 13 shows both probabilities plotted against their
respective background alarm rate. Both figures use horizontal lines to illustrate the performance
of the demonstrator at two demonstrator-specified points: at the system noise level for the
response stage, representing the point below which targets are not considered detectable, and at
the demonstrator’s recommended threshold level for the discrimination stage, defining the subset
of targets the demonstrator would recommend digging based on discrimination. Note that all
points have been rounded to protect the ground truth.

The overall ground truth is composed of ferrous and non-ferrous anomalies. Due to
limitations of the magnetometer, the non-ferrous items cannot be detected. Therefore, the ROC
curves presented in figures 10 and 11 of this section are based on the subset of the ground truth
that 1s solely made up of ferrous anomalies.
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Figure 8. Pulse EM wooded probability of detection for response and discrimination stages versus their
respective probability of false positive for all ordnance larger than 20 mm.
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Figure 9. Pulse EM wooded probability of detection for response and discrimination stages versus their
respective background alarm rate for all ordnance larger than 20 mm.
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Figure 10. Simultaneous Magnetometry wooded probability of detection for response and discrimination
stages versus their respective probability of false positive for all ordnance larger than 20 mm.
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Figure 11. Simultaneous Magnetometry wooded probability of detection for response and discrimination
stages versus their respective background alarm rate for all ordnance larger than 20 mm.
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Figure 12. Combined Sensor wooded probability of detection for response and discrimination stages
versus their respective probability of false positive for all ordnance Jarger than 20 mm.
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Figure 13. Combined Sensor wooded probability of detection for response and discrimination stages
versus their respective background alarm rate for all ordnance larger than 20 mm.
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4.3 PERFORMANCE SUMMARIES

Results for the Wooded test broken out by sensor type, size, depth and nonstandard ordnance
are presented in Tables Sa, b, and c (for cost results, see section 5). Results by size and depth include
both standard and nonstandard ordnance. The results by size show how well the demonstrator did at
detecting/discriminating ordnance of a certain caliber range (see app A for size definitions). The
results are relative to the number of ordnance items emplaced. Depth is measured from the
geometric center of anomalies.

The RESPONSE STAGE results are derived from the list of anomalies above the
demonstrator-provided noise level. The results for the DISCRIMINATION STAGE are derived
from the demonstrator’s recommended threshold for optimizing UXO field cleanup by minimizing
false digs and maximizing ordnance recovery. The lower 90-percent confidence limit on probability
of detection and Py, was calculated assuming that the number of detections and false positives are
binomially distributed random variables. All results in Table 5 have been rounded to protect the
ground truth. However, lower confidence limits were calculated using actual results.

The overall ground truth is composed of ferrous and non-ferrous anomalies. Due to limitations
of the magnetometer, the non-ferrous items cannot be detected. Therefore, the summary presented in
Table 5b is split exhibiting results based on the subset of the ground truth that is solely the ferrous
anomalies and the full ground truth for comparison purposes.

All other tables presented in this section are based on scoring against the ferrous only ground

truth. The response stage noise level and recommended discrimination stage threshold values are
provided by the demonstrator.

TABLE 5a. SUMMARY OF WOODED RESULTS FOR THE PULSE EM SENSOR

By Size By Depth, m
Metric Overall | Standard Nonstandard Small | Medinm | Large | <0.3 | 0.3to <l l >=1
RESPONSE STAGE
Py 0.20 0.20 0.15 0.15 0.20 0.35 | 0.25 0.15 0.10
P4 Low 90% Conf 0.15 0.16 0.08 0.08 0.12 0.21 | 0.17 0.08 0.03
P4 Upper 90% Conf 0.23 0.27 0.22 0.19 0.28 0.52 | 030 0.21 0.28
Pg 0.25 - - - - - 0.20 0.30 0.25
Py Low 90% Conf 0.24 ~ - = - - 0.19 0.26 0.14
Py, Upper 90% Conf 0.29 = . 2 = - 0.27 0.34 0.35
BAR 1.70 - - - - 5 E S -
DISCRIMINATION STAGE

P4 0.20 0.20 0.15 0.15 0.20 0.35 | 025 0.15 0.10
Py Low 90% Conf 0.15 0.16 0.08 0.08 0.12 0.21 | 0.17 0.08 0.03
P4 Upper 90% Conf 0.23 0.27 0.22 0.19 0.28 052 | 030 0.21 0.28
Ps, 0.25 = - - = . 0.20 0.30 0.20
Pg Low 90% Conf 0.23 - - 5 5 . 0.18 0.26 0.12
Pg, Upper 90% Conf 0.28 . E ] Z - 0.26 0.34 0.32
BAR 1.50 s - - - - - - -

Response Stage Noise Level: 1.00
Recommended Discrimination Stage Threshold: 0.00
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TABLE 5b. SUMMARY OF WOODED RESULTS FOR THE
SIMULTANEOUS MAGNETOMETRY SENSOR

Ferrous only Ground Truth
By Size By Depth, m
Metric Overall | Standard Nonstandard Small | Medium | Large | <0.3 [ 0.3to<1 [ >=1
RESPONSE STAGE
Py 0.20 0.25 0.15 0.15 0.25 025 | 0.30 0.10 0.15
Py Low 90% Conf 0.17 0.17 0.10 0.09 0.19 0.13 | 0.24 0.06 0.04
P4 Upper 90% Conf 0.26 0.30 0.27 0.23 0.36 041 0.40 0.19 0.32
Py 0.35 - - - - - 0.35 0.35 0.30
Pg Low 90% Conf 0.31 - - - - - 0.30 0.29 0.17
Pg, Upper 90% Conf 0.36 - - - - - 0.39 0.37 0.41
BAR 1.75 - = - 3 - - = =
DISCRIMINATION STAGE
Pq4 0.20 0.25 0.15 0.15 0.25 0.25 0.30 0.10 0.15
P4 Low 90% Conf 0.17 0.17 0.10 0.09 0.19 0.13 0.24 0.06 0.04
P4 Upper 90% Conf 0.26 0.30 0.27 0.23 0.36 0.41 0.40 0.19 0.32
Pgy 0.30 - - - - - 0.35 0.35 0.25
Ps, Low 90% Conf 0.29 - - - - - 0.29 0.29 0.14
Ps, Upper 90% Conf 0.35 - - - - - 0.38 0.37 0.37
BAR 1.45 = - = - - - - -
(Full Ground truth)
By Size By Depth, m
Metric Overall | Standard Nonstandard Small | Medium | Large | <0.3 | 03to<l | >=1
RESPONSE STAGE
Py 0.20 0.20 0.15 0.15 0.25 025 | 025 0.10 0.10
P4 Low 90% Conf 0.15 0.17 0.08 0.08 0.19 0.13 | 0.19 0.07 0.03
P4 Upper 90% Conf 0.24 0.28 0.22 0.19 0.36 041 0.33 0.19 0.28
Pg, 0.35 - - - - - 0.35 0.35 0.30
Pg, Low 90% Conf 0.30 - - - - - 0.29 0.29 0.19
Pg Upper 90% Conf 0.36 - - - - = 0.38 0.37 0.42
BAR 1.75 . . 5 5 5 g . s
DISCRIMINATION STAGE
Py 0.20 0.20 0.15 0.15 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.10 0.10
P4 Low 90% Conf 0.15 0.17 0.08 0.08 0.19 0.13 | 0.19 0.07 0.03
Pa Upper 90% Conf 0.24 0.28 0.22 0.19 0.36 0.41 0.33 0.19 0.28
Py, 0.35 : 5 = 5 - | 030 035 | 025
Py, Low 90% Conf 0.29 - - - - - 0.28 0.29 0.17
Pg, Upper 90% Conf 0.35 g - - - - 0.37 0.37 0.39
BAR 1.45 - - - - - = - -

Response Stage Noise Level: 0.00
Recommended Discrimination Stage Threshold: 0.00
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TABLE 5¢c. SUMMARY OF WOODED RESULTS FOR THE
COMBINED SENSOR RESULTS

By Size By Depth, m
Metric Overall | Standard Nonstandard Small | Medium | Large | <03 [03to<1| »>=1
RESPONSE STAGE
Py 0.25 0.30 0.20 0.15 0.30 035 | 0.30 0.15 0.20
P4 Low 90% Conf 0.20 0.22 0.13 0.12 0.22 0.21 0.25 0.11 0.07
P4 Upper 90% Conf 0.30 0.34 0.28 0.24 0.40 0.52 0.39 0.25 0.35
Py, 0.40 = - = 0.35 0.40 0.40
Ps Low 90% Conf 0.36 = 0.33 0.36 0.27
Pg, Upper 90% Conf 0.42 0.42 0.44 0.51
BAR 2.55 - - - - -
DISCRIMINATION STAGE

Py 0.25 0.25 0.20 0.15 0.30 0.35 0.30 0.15 0.20
P4 Low 90% Conf 0.20 0.21 0.13 0.11 0.22 0.21 0.24 0.11 0.07 1
P4 Upper 90% Conf 0.29 0.33 0.28 0.23 0.40 0.52 | 037 0.25 0.35
Pr 0.35 0.35 0.40 0.30
Pg, Low 90% Conf 0.34 - 0.31 0.35 0.22
P¢, Upper 90% Conf 0.40 - 0.40 0.44 0.45
BAR 2.00 - -

Response Stage Noise Level: 0.50
Recommended Discrimination Stage Threshold: 0.00

Note: The recommended discrimination stage threshold values are provided by the demonstrator.

4.4 EFFICIENCY, REJECTION RATES, AND TYPE CLASSIFICATION
(All results based on Combined EM/MAG Data Set)

Efficiency and rejection rates are calculated to quantify the discrimination ability at
specific points of interest on the ROC curve: (1) at the point where no decrease in Py is suffered
(ie., the efficiency is by definition equal to one) and (2) at the operator selected threshold.
These values are reported in Table 6.

TABLE 6. EFFICIENCY AND REJECTION RATES

Efficiency (E)

False Positive
Rejection Rate

Background Alarm
Rejection Rate

At Operating Point

0.98

0.04

0.21

With No Loss of Py

1.00

0.02

.12
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At the demonstrator’s recommended setting, the ordnance items that were detected and
correctly discriminated were further scored on whether their correct type could be identified
(table 7). Correct type examples include “20-mm projectile, 105-mm HEAT Projectile, and
2.75-inch Rocket”. A list of the standard type declaration required for each ordnance item was
provided to demonstrators prior to testing. For example, the standard type for the three example
items are 20mmP, 105H, and 2.75in, respectively.

TABLE 7. CORRECT TYPE CLASSIFICATION

OF TARGETS CORRECTLY
DISCRIMINATED AS UXO
Size Percentage Correct
Small 7.1
Medium 12.5
Large 28.6
Overall 13.5

4.5 LOCATION ACCURACY

The mean location error and standard deviations appear in Table 8. These calculations are
based on average missed depth for ordnance correctly identified in the discrimination stage.
Depths are measured from the closest point of the ordnance to the surface. For the Blind Grid,
only depth errors are calculated, since (X, Y) positions are known to be the centers of each grid
square.

TABLE 8. MEAN LOCATION ERROR AND

STANDARD DEVIATION (M)
Mean Standard Deviation
Northing -0.09 0.26
Easting -0.06 0.23
Depth -0.12 0.43
25
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SECTION S. ON-SITE LABOR COSTS

A standardized estimate for labor costs associated with this effort was calculated as
follows: the first person at the test site was designated “supervisor”, the second person was
designated “data analyst”, and the third and following personnel were considered “field support”.
Standardized hourly labor rates were charged by title: supervisor at $95.00/hour, data analyst at
$57.00/hour, and field support at $28.50/hour.

Government representatives monitored on-site activity. All on-site activities were
grouped into one of ten categories: initial setup/mobilization, daily setup/stop, calibration,
collecting data, downtime due to break/lunch, downtime due to equipment failure, downtime due
to equipment/data checks or maintenance, downtime due to weather, downtime due to
demonstration site issue, or demobilization. See Appendix D for the daily activity log. See
section 3.4 for a summary of field activities.

The standardized cost estimate associated with the labor needed to perform the field
activities is presented in Table 9. Note that calibration time includes time spent in the
Calibration Lanes as well as field calibrations. “Site survey time” includes daily setup/stop time,
collecting data, breaks/lunch, downtime due to equipment/data checks or maintenance, downtime
due to failure, and downtime due to weather.

TABLE 9. ON-SITE LABOR COSTS

| No. People ‘ Hourly Wage ‘ Hours ‘ Cost
Initial Setup
Supervisor i $95.00 1325 $1,258.75
Data Analyst 1 57.00 13.25 755.25
Field Support 1 28.50 13.25 377.63
SubTotal $2,391.63
Calibration
Supervisor 1 $95.00 3.25 $308.75
Data Analyst 1 57.00 3.23 185.25
Field Support i 28.50 .23 92.63
SubTotal $586.63
Site Survey
Supervisor 1 $95.00 8.50 $807.50
Data Analyst 1 57.00 8.50 484.50
Field Support 1 28.50 8.50 242.25
SubTotal $1534.25

See notes at end of table.
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TABLE 9 (CONT’D)

No. People | Hourly Wage | Hours ‘ Cost
Demobilization
Supervisor 1 $95.00 1.58 $150.10
Data Analyst 1 57.00 1.58 90.06
Field Support 1 28.50 1.58 45.03
Subtotal $285.19
Total $4797.70

Notes: Calibration time includes time spent in the Calibration Lanes as well as calibration
before each data run.

Site Survey time includes daily setup/stop time, collecting data, breaks/lunch, downtime
due to system maintenance, failure, and weather.

28




SECTION 6. COMPARISON OF RESULTS TO OPEN FIELD DEMONSTRATION
(BASED ON COMBINED EM/MAG DATA SETS)

6.1 SUMMARY OF RESULTS FROM OPEN FIELD DEMONSTRATION

Table 10 shows the results from the Open Field survey conducted prior to surveying the
Wooded during the same site visit in May of 2004. Due to the system utilizing magnetometer
type sensors, all results presented in the following section have been based on performance
scoring against the ferrous only ground truth anomalies. For more details on the Blind Grid
survey results reference section 2.1.6.

TABLE 10. SUMMARY OF OPEN FIELD RESULTS FOR THE COMBINED

SENSORS
By Size By Depth, m
Metric Overall | Standard Nonstandard Small (Medium J Large | <0.3 | 0.3 to <1 | >=1
RESPONSE STAGE
Py 0.60 0.65 0.50 045 0.65 0.80 | 0.60 0.65 0.55
P4 Low 90% Conf 0.57 0.62 0.44 0.41 0.59 0.72 | 0.55 0.57 0.45
P4 Upper 90% Conf 0.64 0.71 0.56 0.53 0.71 086 | 0.65 0.69 0.63
Py 0.55 = - : - = 0.55 0.55 0.65
Pg Low 90% Conf 0.52 = < - - - 0.50 0.52 0.43
Pg Upper 90% Conf 0.57 - E - = E 0.57 0.58 0.79
BAR 2.65 % . - . -
DISCRIMINATION STAGE

Py 0.55 0.65 0.45 0.40 0.65 075 [ 0.55 0.60 0.50
Py Low 90% Conf 0.53 0.59 0.41 0.36 0.57 0.69 [ 0.51 0.54 0.40
Py Upper 90% Conf 0.60 0.68 0.52 0.47 0.69 0.83 | 0.62 0.66 0.58
Pg 0.45 g . - - - 0.45 0.50 0.65
Pg Low 90% Conf 0.44 = = = . = 0.41 0.45 0.43
Pg, Upper 90% Conf 0.48 2 - - - - 0.47 05l 0.79
BAR 1.35 5 - 5

6.2 COMPARISON OF ROC CURVES USING ALL ORDNANCE CATEGORIES

~ Figure 6 shows P4™ versus the respective Pg, over all ordnance categories. Figure 7 shows
P.¥ versus their respective Pg, over all ordnance categories. Figure 7 uses horizontal lines to
illustrate the performance of the demonstrator at the recommended discrimination threshold
levels, defining the subset of targets the demonstrator would recommend digging based on
discrimination. The ROC curves in this section are a sole reflection of the ferrous only survey.
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Figure 6. Combined Sensor/man-portable P4 stages versus the respective Py, over all
ordnance categories combined.
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Figure 7. Combined Sensor/man-portable P,%¢ versus the respective Py, over all ordnance
categories combined.
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6.3 COMPARISON OF ROC CURVES USING ORDNANCE LARGER THAN 20 MM

Figure 8 shows the Py versus the respective probability of Pg, over ordnance larger than
20 mm. Figure 9 shows P4™ versus the respective Py, over ordnance larger than 20 mm.
Figure 9 uses horizontal lines to illustrate the performance of the demonstrator at the
recommended discrimination threshold levels, defining the subset of targets the demonstrator
would recommend digging based on discrimination.
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Figure 8. Combined Sensor/man-portable P4 versus the respective P, for ordnance larger than
20 mm.
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Figure 9. Combined Sensor/man-portable P.*¢ versus the respective Pg, for ordnance larger
than 20 mm.

6.4 STATISTICAL COMPARISONS

Statistical Chi-square significance tests were used to compare results between the Blind
Grid and Open Field scenarios. The intent of the comparison is to determine if the feature
introduced in each scenario has a degrading effect on the performance of the sensor system.
However, any modifications in the UXO sensor system during the test, like changes in the
processing or changes in the selection of the operating threshold, will also contribute to

performance differences.

The Chi-square test for comparison between ratios was used at a significance level of
0.05 to compare Blind Grid to Open Field with regard to Pg™, Py, Pg," and Py, Efficiency
and Rejection Rate. These results are presented in Table 11. A detailed explanation and
example of the Chi-square application is located in Appendix A.
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TABLE 11. CHI-SQUARE RESULTS - WOODS VERSUS OPEN FIELD

Metric Small T Medium Large Overall
B Significant |  Significant Significant Significant
P Significant Significant Significant Significant
Pe ™ Not Significant | Not Significant Not Significant Not Significant
P . " : Significant
Efficiency - - B Significant |
Rejection rate - - - Significant
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SECTION 7. APPENDIXES

APPENDIX A. TERMS AND DEFINITIONS
GENERAL DEFINITIONS

Anomaly: Location of a system response deemed to warrant further investigation by the
demonstrator for consideration as an emplaced ordnance item.

Detection: An anomaly location that is within Ry, of an emplaced ordnance item.

Emplaced Ordnance: An ordnance item buried by the government at a specified location in the
test site.

Emplaced Clutter: A clutter item (i.e., non-ordnance item) buried by the government at a
specified location in the test site.

Rpato: A pre-determined radius about the periphery of an emplaced item (clutter or ordnance)
within which a location identified by the demonstrator as being of interest is considered to be a
response from that item. If multiple declarations lie within Ry, of any item (clutter or
ordnance), the declaration with the highest signal output within the Ry, will be utilized. For the
purpose of this program, a circular halo 0.5 meters in radius will be placed around the center of
the object for all clutter and ordnance items less than 0.6 meters in length. When ordnance items
are longer than 0.6 meters, the halo becomes an ellipse where the minor axis remains 1 meter and
the major axis is equal to the length of the ordnance plus 1 meter.

Small Ordnance: Caliber of ordnance less than or equal to 40 mm (includes 20-mm projectile,
40-mm projectile, submunitions BLU-26, BLU-63, and M42).

Medium Ordnance: Caliber of ordnance greater than 40 mm and less than or equal to 81 mm
(includes 57-mm projectile, 60-mm mortar, 2.75 in. Rocket, MK 118 Rockeye, 81-mm mortar).

Large Ordnance: Caliber of ordnance greater than 81 mm (includes 105-mm HEAT, 105-mm
projectile, 155-mm projectile, 500-pound bomb).

Shallow: Items buried less than 0.3 meter below ground surface.

Medium: Items buried greater than or equal to 0.3 meter and less than 1 meter below ground
surface.

Deep: Items buried greater than or equal to 1 meter below ground surface.
Response Stage Noise Level: The level that represents the point below which anomalies are not

considered detectable. Demonstrators are required to provide the recommended noise level for
the Blind Grid test area.

A-1



Discrimination Stage Threshold: The demonstrator selected threshold level that they believe
provides optimum performance of the system by retaining all detectable ordnance and rejecting
the maximum amount of clutter. This level defines the subset of anomalies the demonstrator
would recommend digging based on discrimination.

Binomially Distributed Random Variable: A random variable of the type which has only two
possible outcomes, say success and failure, is repeated for n independent trials with the
probability p of success and the probability 1-p of failure being the same for each trial. The
number of successes x observed in the n trials is an estimate of p and is considered to be a
binomially distributed random variable.

RESPONSE AND DISCRIMINATION STAGE DATA

The scoring of the demonstrator’s performance is conducted in two stages. These two
stages are termed the RESPONSE STAGE and DISCRIMINATION STAGE. For both stages,
the probability of detection (Py) and the false alarms are reported as receiver operating
characteristic (ROC) curves. False alarms are divided into those anomalies that correspond to
emplaced clutter items, measuring the probability of false positive (Pg,) and those that do not
correspond to any known item, termed background alarms.

The RESPONSE STAGE scoring evaluates the ability of the system to detect emplaced
targets without regard to ability to discriminate ordnance from other anomalies. For the
RESPONSE STAGE, the demonstrator provides the scoring committee with the location and
signal strength of all anomalies that the demonstrator has deemed sufficient to warrant further
investigation and/or processing as potential emplaced ordnance items. This list is generated with
minimal processing (e.g., this list will include all signals above the system noise threshold). As
such, it represents the most inclusive list of anomalies.

The DISCRIMINATION STAGE evaluates the demonstrator’s ability to correctly identify
ordnance as such, and to reject clutter. For the same locations as in the RESPONSE STAGE
anomaly list, the DISCRIMINATION STAGE list contains the output of the algorithms applied
in the discrimination-stage processing. This list is prioritized based on the demonstrator’s
determination that an anomaly location is likely to contain ordnance. Thus, higher output values
are indicative of higher confidence that an ordnance item is present at the specified location. For
electronic signal processing, priority ranking is based on algorithm output. For other systems,
priority ranking is based on human judgment. The demonstrator also selects the threshold that
the demonstrator believes will provide “optimum” system performance, (i.e., that retains all the
detected ordnance and rejects the maximum amount of clutter).

Note: The two lists provided by the demonstrator contain identical numbers of potential target
locations. They differ only in the priority ranking of the declarations.



RESPONSE STAGE DEFINITIONS

Response Stage Probability of Detection (Pg™): P4 = (No. of response-stage detections)/
(No. of emplaced ordnance in the test site).

s

Response Stage False Positive (fp™): An anomaly location that is within Rp,, of an emplaced

clutter item.

Response Stage Probability of False Positive (Pg ): Pgp° = (No. of response-stage false
positives)/(No. of emplaced clutter items).

Response Stage Background Alarm (ba™): An anomaly in a blind grid cell that contains neither
emplaced ordnance nor an emplaced clutter item. An anomaly location in the open field or
scenarios that is outside Ry, of any emplaced ordnance or emplaced clutter item.

Response Stage Probability of Background Alarm (Py,): Blind Grid only: Pp,"™® = (No. of
response-stage background alarms)/(No. of empty grid locations).

Response Stage Background Alarm Rate (BAR™): Open Field only: BAR™ = (No. of
response-stage background alarms)/(arbitrary constant).

Note that the quantities P4, Pg' ™, Ppa, and BAR™ are functions of t*, the threshold
applied to the response-stage signal strength. These quantities can therefore be written as
Pdres(tres), prres(tres), PbaFCS(tI'CS)’ aIld BARI‘CS(tl‘CS)

DISCRIMINATION STAGE DEFINITIONS

Discrimination: The application of a signal processing algorithm or human judgment to
response-stage data that discriminates ordnance from clutter. Discrimination should identify
anomalies that the demonstrator has high confidence correspond to ordnance, as well as those
that the demonstrator has high confidence correspond to nonordnance or background returns.
The former should be ranked with highest priority and the latter with lowest.

dJSC):

Discrimination Stage Probability of Detection (P4 P4 = (No. of discrimination-stage

detections)/(No. of emplaced ordnance in the test site).

disc

Discrimination Stage False Positive (fp""): An anomaly location that is within Ry, of an

emplaced clutter item.

Discrimination Stage Probability of False Positive (Pp,™*): Pg, ™ = (No. of discrimination stage
false positives)/(No. of emplaced clutter items).
Discrimination Stage Background Alarm (ba¥™°): An anomaly in a blind grid cell that contains
neither emplaced ordnance nor an emplaced clutter item. An anomaly location in the open field
or scenarios that is outside Ry, of any emplaced ordnance or emplaced clutter item.
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Discrimination Stage Probability of Background Alarm (Py,"%): Pp* = (No. of discrimination-

stage background alarms)/(No. of empty grid locations).

Discrimination Stage Background Alarm Rate (BAR%*): BARY* = (No. of discrimination-stage
background alarms)/(arbitrary constant).

Note that the quantities pos By disc pp35¢ and BARY are functions of t%*, the threshold
apglled to the discrimination-stage 31gnal strength. These quantities can therefore be written as
SC(tdISC P dlSC( dlSC) P dlsc(tdxsc) and BARdlsc(tdxsc)

RECEIVER-OPERATING CHARACERISTIC (ROC) CURVES

ROC curves at both the response and discrimination stages can be constructed based on the
above definitions. The ROC curves plot the relationship between Py versus Pg, and Py versus
BAR or Py, as the threshold applied to the signal strength is varied from its minimum (tm;,) to its
maximum (tpax) value.! Figure A-1 shows how P4 versus Pg, and P4 versus BAR are combined
into ROC curves. Note that the “res” and “disc” superscripts have been suppressed from all the
variables for clarity.

max

0 BAR max

Figure A-1. ROC curves for open field testing. Each curve applies to both the response and
discrimination stages.

'Strictly speaking, ROC curves plot the P4 versus Py, over a pre-determined and fixed number of
detection opportunities (some of the opportunities are located over ordnance and others are
located over clutter or blank spots). In an open field scenario, each system suppresses its signal
strength reports until some bare-minimum signal response is received by the system.
Consequently, the open field ROC curves do not have information from low signal-output
locations, and, furthermore, different contractors report their signals over a different set of
locations on the ground. These ROC curves are thus not true to the strict definition of ROC
curves as defined in textbooks on detection theory. Note, however, that the ROC curves
obtained in the Blind Grid test sites are true ROC curves.
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METRICS TO CHARACTERIZE THE DISCRIMINATION STAGE

The demonstrator is also scored on efficiency and rejection ratio, which measure the
effectiveness of the discrimination stage processing. The goal of discrimination is to retain the
greatest number of ordnance detections from the anomaly list, while rejecting the maximum
number of anomalies arising from nonordnance items. The efficiency measures the amount of
detected ordnance retained by the discrimination, while the rejection ratio measures the fraction
of false alarms rejected. Both measures are defined relative to the entire response list, i.e., the
maximum ordnance detectable by the sensor and its accompanying false positive rate or
background alarm rate.

Efficiency (E): E = Pa® (%P (tmin™); Measures (at a threshold of interest), the degree
to which the maximum theoretical detection performance of the sensor system (as determined by
the response stage tmin) is preserved after application of discrimination techniques. Efficiency is
a number between O and 1. An efficiency of 1 implies that all of the ordnance initially detected

in the response stage was retained at the specified threshold in the discrimination stage, t*°.

False Positive Rejection Rate (Rpp): Rep = 1 - [P ()P, " (tmin™)]; Measures (at a
threshold of interest), the degree to which the sensor system's false positive performance is
improved over the maximum false positive performance (as determined by the response stage
tmin). The rejection rate is a number between O and 1. A rejection rate of 1 implies that all
emplaced clutter initially detected in the response stage were correctly rejected at the specified
threshold in the discrimination stage.

Background Alarm Rejection Rate (Rp,):

Blmd Grld: Rba = 1 = [Pbadisc('tdisc)'/Pbares([mres)].
Open Fleld Rba =il [BARdlsc(tdlSC)/BARres(tminres)]).

Measures the degree to which the discrimination stage correctly rejects background alarms
initially detected in the response stage. The rejection rate is a number between 0 and 1. A
rejection rate of 1 implies that all background alarms initially detected in the response stage were
rejected at the specified threshold in the discrimination stage.

CHI-SQUARE COMPARISON EXPLLANATION:

The Chi-square test for differences in probabilities (or 2 x 2 contingency table) is used to
analyze two samples drawn from two different populations to see if both populations have the
same or different proportions of elements in a certain category. More specifically, two random
samples are drawn, one from each population, to test the null hypothesis that the probability of
event A (some specified event) is the same for both populations (ref 3).

A 2 x 2 contingency table is used in the Standardized UXO Technology Demonstration
Site Program to determine if there is reason to believe that the proportion of ordnance correctly
detected/discriminated by demonstrator X’s system is significantly degraded by the more
challenging terrain feature introduced. The test statistic of the 2 x 2 contingency table is the
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Chi-square distribution with one degree of freedom. Since an association between the more
challenging terrain feature and relatively degraded performance is sought, a one-sided test is
performed. A significance level of 0.05 is chosen which sets a critical decision limit of
2.71 from the Chi-square distribution with one degree of freedom. It is a critical decision limit
because if the test statistic calculated from the data exceeds this value, the two proportions tested
will be considered significantly different. If the test statistic calculated from the data is less than
this value, the two proportions tested will be considered not significantly different.

An exception must be applied when either a O or 100 percent success rate occurs in the
sample data. The Chi-square test cannot be used in these instances. Instead, Fischer’s test is
used and the critical decision limit for one-sided tests is the chosen significance level, which in
this case is 0.05. With Fischer’s test, if the test statistic is less than the critical value, the
proportions are considered to be significantly different.

Standardized UXO Technology Demonstration Site examples, where blind grid results are
compared to those from the open field and open field results are compared to those from one of
the scenarios, follow. It should be noted that a significant result does not prove a cause and
effect relationship exists between the two populations of interest; however, it does serve as a tool
to indicate that one data set has experienced a degradation in system performance at a large
enough level than can be accounted for merely by chance or random variation. Note also that a
result that is not significant indicates that there is not enough evidence to declare that anything
more than chance or random variation within the same population is at work between the two
data sets being compared.

Demonstrator X achieves the following overall results after surveying each of the three
progressively more difficult areas using the same system (results indicate the number of
ordnance detected divided by the number of ordnance emplaced):

Blind Grid Open Field Moguls
Py 100/100 = 1.0 8/10 = .80 20/33 = .61
P,¥%¢ 80/100 = 0.80 6/10 = .60 8/33 = .24

P4 BLIND GRID versus OPEN FIELD. Using the example data above to compare
probabilities of detection in the response stage, all 100 ordnance out of 100 emplaced ordnance
items were detected in the blind grid while 8 ordnance out of 10 emplaced were detected in the
open field. Fischer’s test must be used since a 100 percent success rate occurs in the data.
Fischer’s test uses the four input values to calculate a test statistic of 0.0075 that is compared
against the critical value of 0.05. Since the test statistic is less than the critical value, the smaller
response stage detection rate (0.80) is considered to be significantly less at the 0.05 level of
significance. While a significant result does not prove a cause and effect relationship exists
between the change in survey area and degradation in performance, it does indicate that the
detection ability of demonstrator X’s system seems to have been degraded in the open field
relative to results from the blind grid using the same system.

A-6



P, BLIND GRID versus OPEN FIELD. Using the example data above to compare
probabilities of detection in the discrimination stage, 80 out of 100 emplaced ordnance items
were correctly discriminated as ordnance in blind grid testing while 6 ordnance out of
10 emplaced were correctly discriminated as such in open field-testing. Those four values are
used to calculate a test statistic of 1.12. Since the test statistic is less than the critical value of
2.71, the two discrimination stage detection rates are considered to be not significantly different
at the 0.05 level of significance.

Py®: OPEN FIELD versus MOGULS. Using the example data above to compare
probabilities of detection in the response stage, 8 out of 10 and 20 out of 33 are used to calculate
a test statistic of 0.56. Since the test statistic is less than the critical value of 2.71, the two
response stage detection rates are considered to be not significantly different at the 0.05 level of
significance.

P.*: OPEN FIELD versus MOGULS. Using the example data above to compare
probabilities of detection in the discrimination stage, 6 out of 10 and 8 out of 33 are used to
calculate a test statistic of 2.98. Since the test statistic is greater than the critical value of 2.71,
the smaller discrimination stage detection rate is considered to be significantly less at the
0.05 level of significance. While a significant result does not prove a cause and effect
relationship exists between the change in survey area and degradation in performance, it does
indicate that the ability of demonstrator X to correctly discriminate seems to have been degraded
by the mogul terrain relative to results from the flat open field using the same system.
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APPENDIX B. DAILY WEATHER LOGS

TABLE B-1. WEATHER LOG

Average Maximum Minimum Relative Total
Date & Time Temp (°F) Temp (°F) Temp (°F) | Humidity (%) | Precip (in)

08/23/2004

07:00:00 61.1 63.6 59 100 0
08/23/2004

08:00:00 67.7 71.7 63.6 95.2 0
08/23/2004

09:00:00 72.9 74.2 71.5 81.8 0
08/23/2004

10:00:00 75 76.6 73.7 75.84 0
08/23/2004

11:00:00 77.8 79.2 758 68.92 0
08/23/2004

12:00:00 79.5 81.3 78.4 60.84 0
08/23/2004

13:00:00 81.6 82.5 80.3 56.37 0
08/23/2004

14:00:00 80.7 82 79 64 0
08/23/2004

15:00:00 81.5 83 79.3 61.76 0
08/23/2004

16:00:00 81.4 82.2 80.8 60.72 0
08/23/2004

17:00:00 81.3 81.8 80.7 59.69 0
08/24/2004

07:00:00 654 69.1 62.2 99.7 0
08/24/2004

08:00:00 725 76 68.7 86.7 0
08/24/2004

09:00:00 76.7 78 75.1 112 0
08/24/2004

10:00:00 78.3 79.6 77.3 76.35 0
08/24/2004

11:00:00 79.8 81.1 78.7 74.06 0
08/24/2004

12:00:00 81.6 82.5 80.7 70.47 4]
08/24/2004

13:00:00 82.7 83.8 81.9 68.42 0
08/24/2004

14:00:00 83.2 84.3 82.1 68.12 0
08/24/2004

15:00:00 84.3 854 83.2 65.28 0
08/24/2004

16:00:00 84 84.9 83.4 66.58 0
08/24/2004

17:00:00 81.2 84.3 79.4 74.35 0
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Average Maximum Minimum Relative Total
Date & Time Temp (°F) Temp (°F) Temp (°F) | Humidity (%) | Precip (in)

08/25/2004

07:00:00 70.7 71.2 70.2 93.6 0
08/25/2004

08:00:00 70.9 71.4 70.5 94.2 0
08/25/2004

09:00:00 71.7 73.3 70.5 94.8 0
08/25/2004

10:00:00 73.8 74.8 73 88.5 0
08/25/2004

11:00:00 74.2 74.9 73.5 87.4 0
08/25/2004

12:00:00 75.9 78.1 74.3 844 0
08/25/2004

13:00:00 71.3 78.2 76.3 81 0
08/25/2004

14:00:00 78.8 80.7 717.7 77.28 0
08/25/2004

15:00:00 80.1 80.9 78.7 74.54 0
08/25/2004

16:00:00 79.7 80.3 79 73.61 0
08/25/2004

17:00:00 78.8 79.6 77.9 74.39 0
08/26/2004

07:00:00 69.6 70.5 68.7 96.9 0
08/26/2004

08:00:00 71 71.9 70.1 94.2 0
08/26/2004

09:00:00 72.9 74.4 71.5 90.6 0
08/26/2004

10:00:00 76.1 78.8 74 82.9 0
08/26/2004

11:00:00 78.7 80 71.5 75.21 0
08/26/2004

12:00:00 80.4 81.4 78.9 71.36 0
08/26/2004

13:00:00 80.7 82.3 78.8 69.9 0
08/26/2004

14:00:00 81.4 83.1 80.2 67.52 0
08/26/2004

15:00:00 82.3 83.2 81.1 67.03 0
08/26/2004

16:00:00 81.9 83.1 80.7 69.93 0
08/26/2004

17:00:00 81.8 82.7 80.3 71.37 0




Average Maximum Minimum Relative Total
Date & Time Temp (°F) Temp (°F) Temp (°F) | Humidity (%) | Precip (in)

08/27/2004

07:00:00 73.3 73.9 72.6 99.6 0
08/27/2004

08:00:00 76.3 78.1 73.7 92.4 0
08/27/2004

09:00:00 77.8 79.1 76.8 82.4 0
08/27/2004

10:00:00 80.2 81.3 78.7 76.43 0
08/27/2004

11:00:00 81 81.9 79.1 74.26 0
08/27/2004

12:00:00 82.2 83.8 81.2 70.13 0
08/27/2004

13:00:00 83.6 84.6 83 65.96 0
08/27/2004

14:00:00 84.2 85 83.4 63.16 0
08/27/2004

15:00:00 84.6 85.4 84 60.43 0
08/27/2004

16:00:00 85 85.5 84.4 56.99 0
08/27/2004

17:00:00 84.1 85 83.2 60.72 0
08/28/2004

07:00:00 75.3 76.2 74 94.1 0
08/28/2004

08:00:00 77.2 78.4 75.8 89.4 0
08/28/2004

09:00:00 78.9 80.4 77.5 84.3 0
08/28/2004

10:00:00 81.1 82.9 79.8 78.72 0
08/28/2004

11:00:00 83.5 85.2 82.1 75.25 0
08/28/2004

12:00:00 85.8 87.2 84.1 72.11 0
08/28/2004

13:00:00 86.5 87 86.1 71.21 0
08/28/2004

14:00:00 87.2 88 86.3 66.5 0
08/28/2004

15:00:00 879 88.6 87.1 63.68 0
08/28/2004

16:00:00 87.5 88 86.8 64.72 0
08/28/2004

17:00:00 86.5 874 85.6 66.62 0
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Average Maximum Minimum Relative Total
Date & Time Temp (°F) Temp (°F) Temp (°F) | Humidity (%) | Precip (in)

08/29/2004

07:00:00 71.7 75.3 69.6 100 0
08/29/2004

08:00:00 77.1 79.1 15 93 0
08/29/2004

09:00:00 80 81.6 78.7 85.3 0
08/29/2004

10:00:00 81.5 83.1 80.1 80.7 0
08/29/2004

11:00:00 82.9 83.7 81.9 73.93 0
08/29/2004

12:00:00 85.3 86.7 82.7 63.62 0
08/29/2004

13:00:00 86.6 874 86.1 59.23 0
08/29/2004

14:00:00 86.8 87.7 85.7 60.73 0
08/29/2004

15:00:00 87.2 88 86.1 54.74 0
08/29/2004

16:00:00 87.3 88.3 86.4 51.2 0
08/29/2004

17:00:00 85.7 87.6 83.7 56.01 0
08/30/2004

07:00:00 74.5 75.5 73.5 98.6 0
08/30/2004

08:00:00 76.2 77 75.1 95.9 0
08/30/2004

09:00:00 77.1 77.5 76.7 92.5 0
08/30/2004

10:00:00 78.9 79.9 77.3 90.7 0
08/30/2004

11:00:00 80.1 80.6 79.4 87.6 0
08/30/2004

12:00:00 79.1 80.4 78.2 89.2 0
08/30/2004

13:00:00 79 80.1 78.1 91.9 0
08/30/2004

14:00:00 80.8 83.1 79.2 86.1 0
08/30/2004

15:00:00 82.2 84.1 81.1 80.5 0
08/30/2004

16:00:00 81.8 82.7 81.2 82.5 0
08/30/2004

17:00:00 81.2 81.7 80.7 84.4 0
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Average Maximum Minimum Relative Total
Date & Time Temp (°F) Temp (°F) Temp (°F) | Humidity (%) | Precip (in)

08/31/2004

07:00:00 74.7 75.1 74.3 84.4
08/31/2004

08:00:00 76 77 74.8 80.1
08/31/2004

09:00:00 78 78.9 76.6 73:17
08/31/2004

10:00:00 79.3 80.7 78.1 71.22
08/31/2004

11:00:00 79.7 80.8 78.2 68.23
08/31/2004

12:00:00 81 82.1 79.7 66.26
08/31/2004

13:00:00 80.8 81.9 79.9 64.85
08/31/2004

14:00:00 81 82 80.1 63.31
08/31/2004

15:00:00 81.7 83 80.4 61.85
08/31/2004

16:00:00 814 82.3 80.2 61.92
08/31/2004

17:00:00 80.9 82 80.3 61.56
09/01/2004

07:00:00 67 69.7 63.9 91.7 0
09/01/2004

08:00:00 72.3 75.3 68.7 77.88 0
09/01/2004

09:00:00 75.3 77.1 73.5 65.94 0
09/01/2004

10:00:00 77.6 79.1 76.2 58.52 0
09/01/2004

11:00:00 79.2 80.5 78.1 51.61 0
09/01/2004

12:00:00 80.6 81.5 79.7 48.39 0
09/01/2004

13:00:00 81.9 83.3 80.8 43.94 0
09/01/2004

14:00:00 82.3 83.8 80.8 43.96 0
09/01/2004

15:00:00 82.2 83.2 80.7 45.69 0
09/01/2004

16:00:00 83 83.6 82.4 44,78 0
09/01/2004

17:00:00 8§2.2 83.3 81.2 45.92 0
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Average Maximum Minimum Relative Total
Date & Time Temp (°F) Temp (°F) Temp (°F) | Humidity (%) | Precip (in)

09/02/2004

07:00:00 65.5 67.5 63.4 83.7 0
09/02/2004

08:00:00 70 72.1 67.2 73.51 0
09/02/2004

09:00:00 73.3 74.8 71.8 65.58 0
09/02/2004

10:00:00 75.1 76.6 74 63.07 0
09/02/2004

11:00:00 76.6 78 755 59.23 0
09/02/2004

12:00:00 78.1 79.3 76.9 54.82 0
09/02/2004

13:00:00 79.4 81.1 78.3 52.66 0
09/02/2004

14:00:00 80.6 81.8 79.9 48.72 0
09/02/2004

15:00:00 80.9 81.6 80.3 48.27 0
09/02/2004

16:00:00 81 81.8 80.1 47.95 0
09/02/2004

17:00:00 80.3 81.5 79.1 49.74 0
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APPENDIX C. SOIL MOISTURE

Demonstrator: BLACKHAWK

Date: 8/24/2004
Times: 0800 hours, 1800 hours

Probe Location: Layer, in. AM Reading, % PM Reading, %

‘Wet Area Oto6

6to 12
12 to 24
24 t0 36
3610 48

'Wooded Area Oto6

6to 12
12 10 24
24 10 36
36 to 48

Open Area 0to6

6to 12
12 t0 24
24 10 36
3610 48

Calibration Lanes Oto 6 1.0 0.8

6to 12 20.2 20.0

12 to 24 28.3 28.2

24 t0 36 35.4 35.2

36 to 48 39.0 39.0

Blind Grid/Moguls 0to6 8.5 3.4

610 12 25.0 25.0

12 to0 24 39.2 39.1

24 t0 36 36.1 36.0

36 to 48 40.0 39.7
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Demonstrator: BLACKHAWK

Date: 8/25/2004
Times: 0800 hours, 1800 hours

Probe Location: Layer, in. AM Reading, % PM Reading, %

'Wet Area Oto6 65.0 65.0

6to 12 73.1 73.6

12 to 24 79.0 78.9

24 t0 36 55.0 55.0

3610 48 520 51.8

'Wooded Area 0to6

6to 12
12 to 24
24 to 36
36 to 48

Open Area 0to 6 21.1 21.0

61012 5.8 5.7

12 t0 24 19.1 19.1

24 to 36 26.3 26.1

36 to 48 52.1 52.0

Calibration Lanes 0to 6

610 12
12 to 24
24 t0 36
36 to 48

IBlind Grid/Moguls Oto6

6t0 12
12 to 24
24 to 36
36 to 48
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Demonstrator: BLACKHAWK

Date: 8/26/2004
Times: 0800 hours, 1800 hours

Probe Location: Layer, in. AM Reading, % PM Reading, %

'Wet Area 0to 6 64.7 64.5

6to 12 73.7 73.5

12 to 24 78.4 78.3

24 to 36 54.7 54.7

36 to 48 514 513

ooded Area 0to 6

6to 12
12 to 24
24 to 36
36 to 48

Open Area 0to 6 20.8 20.7

6to 12 5.6 5.5

12 t0 24 19.0 18.8

24 10 36 26.0 26.0

36 to 48 51.7 51.5

Calibration Lanes Oto6

610 12
12 to 24
24 to 36
36 to 48

Blind Grid/Moguls 0to6

6to 12
12 to 24
24 to 36
36 to 48
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Demonstrator: BLACKHAWK

Date: 8/27/2004
Times: 0730 hours, 1700 hours

Probe Location: Layer, in. AM Reading, % PM Reading, %

et Area 0to 6 64.5 64.4

6to 12 734 73.2

12 t0 24 78.1 78.2

24 10 36 54.5 54.6

36 to 48 51.5 514

'Wooded Area 0to 6

6to 12
121024
24 10 36
36 to 48

Open Area Oto6 20.5 20.2

61012 5.3 5.3

12 t0 24 18.7 18.6

24 to 36 25.8 25.7

36 to 48 51.4 51.4

Calibration Lanes Oto6

610 12
12 to 24
24 to 36
36 to 48

Blind Grid/Moguls 0to6

6to 12
121024
24 to 36
36 to 48
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Demonstrator: BLACKHAWK

Date: 8/28/2004
Times: 0800 hours, 1600 hours

Probe Location: Layer, in, AM Reading, % PM Reading, %

'Wet Area 0to6 64.3 64.3

6to12 132 73.0

12 to 24 78.0 7.7

24 to 36 54.4 54.1

36 to 48 51.4 51.5

'Wooded Area Oto 6

6to 12
12 to 24
24 to 36
36 to 48

Open Area Oto 6 20.0 20.0

6 to 12 5.1 5.0

12t0 24 18.4 18.5

24 to 36 254 25.2

36 to 48 51.3 51.4

Calibration Lanes 0to 6

6to 12
12 to 24
24 to 36
36 to 48

Blind Grid/Moguls 0to 6

6to 12
12 to 24
24 to 36
36 to 48
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Demeonstrator: BLACKHAWK

Date: 8/30/2004
Times: 0800 hours, 1800 hours

Probe Location: Layer, in. AM Reading, % PM Reading, %

(Wet Area 0w 6 64.2 64.2

6to 12 727 72.8

12 to 24 71.5 7.4

24 1o 36 54.0 54.0

36 to 48 51.2 51.3

'Wooded Area Oto6

6to 12
12 to 24
24 to 36
36 to 48

Open Area Oto6 19.8 19.7

6to 12 53 5.2

1210 24 18.2 18.0

24 to 36 25.3 253

36 to 48 51.4 514

Calibration Lanes 0to 6

61012
12 to 24
24 to 36
36 to 48

Blind Grid/Moguls 0to 6

6to 12
12 to 24
24 to 36
3610 48
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Demonstrator: BLACKHAWK

Date: 8/31/2004
Times: 0800 hours, 1800 hours

Probe Location: Layer, in. AM Reading, % PM Reading, %
[Wet Area Oto6 64.0
6to 12 72.5
12 to 24 77.1
24 to 36 53.7
36 to 48 51.2
'Wooded Area 0to 6 13.4 13.2
6to 12 5.8 5.8
12to 24 5.9 5.8
24 to 36 55.5 55.4
36 to 48 57.5 57:2
Open Area 0to 6 19.5
6to 12 5.1
12 to 24 18.0
24 to 36 25.1
36 to 48 51.6
Calibration Lanes 0to 6
6to0 12
12 to 24
24 10 36
36 to 48
Blind Grid/Moguls 0Oto 6
6to 12
12 to 24
24 to 36
36 t0 48
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Demonstrator: BLACKHAWK

Date: 9/1/2004
Times: 0800 hours, 1800 hours

Probe Location: Layer, in. AM Reading, % PM Reading, %
[Wet Area Ot 6 63.7 63.4
6to 12 72.4 72.4
12 10 24 77.1 77.0
24 to 36 53.2 332
36 to 48 51.3 51.2
'Wooded Area 0to 6
6to 12
12t0 24
24 to 36
36 to 48
Open Area 0to6 19.3 19.2
61012 5.0 4.8
12 to 24 17.7 17.6
24 to 36 25.0 24.9
36 to 48 51.4 51.3
Calibration Lanes Oto6
6to 12
12 to 24
24 to 36
3610 48
Blind Grid/Moguls Oto6 30 2.8
6to 12 24.7 24.6
12 to 24 38.7 38.7
24 to 36 35.8 35.7
36 to 48 39.2 39.0




Date: 9/2/2004
Times: 0800 hours, 1700 hours

Demonstrator: BLACKHAWK

Probe Location: Layer, in. AM Reading, % PM Reading, %
(Wet Area 0to 6 63.0 62.8
610 12 72.0 72.1
12 to 24 76.7 76.5
24 to 36 52.8 52.6
36 to 48 51.0 51.1
'(Wooded Area 0to6 14.0 14.0
6to 12 5.4 5.5
12 to 24 5.9 5.6
24 to 36 55.7 55.6
36 10 48 57.6 57.5
Open Area 0to 6 18.8 18.7
61to 12 4.5 4.6
12 to 24 17.3 17.1
24 to 36 24.6 24.5
36 1o 48 51.0 51.1
Calibration Lanes 0to 6
6to 12
12 to 24
24 to 36
36 to 48
lind Grid/Moguls 0to 6
6to 12
12 to 24
24 to 36
36 to 48
C-9

(Page C-10 Blank)



DAILY ACTIVITY LOGS

APPENDIX D.

"1x9) p2IYS1[YS 1Y UT pSIedIpul AIB UOTIBISUOWSP 91510ads ST} 01 JuaumIad SanIALdY (910N

L AANA| ANNNS [EVANIT VN SdD | SNOILYYAJO A0 | € dOls 93 SILT | ovo1 | andd LSAL aNId € | v00THT/8
AN NAOT@IVIIL LAVLS ATIVA
AdANA] ANNNS [IVENTT VN Sdo [ =M1dS Tv.IAN z ALVYEITYD ST 0¥91 | SI91 | a1dd 1SAL aNIld € +00Z/vT/3
HLIM ALVEEITYD
AAANIN| ANNNS [dVANIT YN SdD | VivalodTiod | ¥ | vIVAloaTIoD | oL SI191 | Sos1 | (YO LSAL ANI'ld £ YO0TT/8
AQAnN] ANNNS [dVEANIT VN Sd0 | MVERE/MHONNT | § | MVEMa/HONAT 0T SOST | Svpl |ANVINOLLVAEIIVD| € | oourds
AdAnin| ANNNS [dVEANIT VN SdD | VIvaloaTiod | ¥ | VIVALIDATIOD | OF SPbl | SOPT |ANVTNOLLVHEITVD| € HOOT/FT/8
Aadninl ANNNS [MVEANIT VN SdO [A¥HLLYE GONVHO| L HOHHO Sl Sorl | 0SEl |ANVINOILVMEIIVD| € [+00TseR
HONVNIINIVIN
‘ HWLLNAOA
AQAnin] ANNNS [dVENIT VN SdD | VIVA1od110d | ¥ | vAVALOATIOO | s¢ 0SE1 | SIET [ANVINOILLYIEITYD| €  [r00z/we/s
AAAnNiN| ANNNS [MVENIT VN SdD HLVIEITVO z HLVHEITYD [$3 SIEl | 0£TI |ANVINOLLVEEIIVD| € | v00T/we/B
HAIAS TVLAN
HLIM ALVHEEITYD
AQdniN] ANNNS [dVENIT VN SdD | NOLLVZITIEOW | | | NOLLVZITIHOW =7 oggl | SITI [ANVINOLLVEEITVD| € | PO0T¥eR
TVLLINI TVILINI
Adanin] ANNNS [dVaNIT VN SdD | AVAME/HONNT | ¢ | MVEaE/HONNT 0z SITI | SS01 |[ANVINOILVHErivo| € | rooawais
AQdnin] ANNNS [dVENIT VN SdO | NOILVZITISOW I | NOLLVZITIHOW | S8l S0l 0SL [ANVINOILYEEITYD| € HOT/FT/8
TVLLINI TVLLINI
AdAn| ANNOS [¥VENIT VN SdD | NOLLVZITIHOW | | NOLLVZITIHOW | S€S | OpLl SP8 [ANVINOLLVIEITYD| € | +00Tsees
TVLLINI TVLLINI
waneg|  wedxy  [poyra GETNTg) apo)[smeg [euonetadQ [ unum [ duny | awny PASI, BATY aidoag | a1q
1IYI0 = POUIa]| Yoe4L | - Snyel§ [euoyyeIad(Q | J€1S fuwonemng] doig | MeEIg Jo-oN
suonIpuO)) plaLe Afoel], do SME)S | smejg

D-1



IAQANN] ANIVY IVEANITT YN SdD JIOH01 L A0dHO 01 S091 (999 a1d1d N3dO £ ¥o0T/ST/8
VSLVA IDNVHO JONVYNILNIVIA
VIVA AVOINMOd HALLNAMOJ
IAAAON| ANIVY [dVANIT VN SdD | V1vdalodTIOO ¥ | VLVA LDITIOO 99 3991 00S1 ATdLd NIdO £ $002/ST/8
AQANINL ANIVY [dVENIT VYN SdD [AYHLLVE IONVHD| L MOdHD 01 0051 osv1 dT1d1d N3dO € P00T/ST/8
HONVNHLNIVIA
HNLLNAMOA
AQANA| ANIVY TIVANIT VN SdD | V1vVd LlodTI10D v | YLvd LodTIOD 08 0sv1 0eel dTdI4 N9dO £ ¥002/ST/8
IAAANA ANTVY [IVENIT VN SdO [A¥HLLYE HDNVHO| L ADdHD Sl 0€el giel a1dld N9dO £ Y00T/ST/38
JONVNALNIVIN
HNILLNAAOJ
IAAANIN| ANIVY [IVINIT VN SdD | VY1vd.LOodTIOD ¥ | vIvd 1OITIOD SL Siel 0021 aTdid N3dO % $002/ST/8
AQANA| ANIVYE [IVENIT VYN SdO | SHLITIALYSSdD | 9 HANTVA 99 0021 gell dTHId N9dO 3 P00T/ST/8
DNIAIFOHY 1ON INFWJINDH
IAdANA] ANIVYE [dVHNIT VN SdD [AYHLLVE AONVHO| £ MOdHD 01 Sl ST 1414 N3dO £ Y00T/ST/8
HONVNAINIVIA
HALLNAOJ
AQANIN] ANIVY [JVANIT VN Sd9 | V1ivd 1lOodTI0O ¥ | VIVd1lod1100 09 SITI S101 aTd1d N3dO £ P00T/ST/8
ACQAN| ANIVY [dVANIT VN SdD | SHLITTALYSSdD | 9 HANTVA 0s S101 §T6 aTd1d N3dO € P00T/ST/8
ONIATZOTYE LON INTNINOF
AQANN| ANIVY [IVANIT VN SdD HAI1dS TVYLINW [4 ALVIdITVO 0T $T6 S06 aTd1d N3dO £ P00T/STIS
HLIM 31LVIEITVO
AQGOA| ANIVY [JVANIT VYN SdD SNOLLVYIHEdO % dOLS 68 S06 ovL d7T4I4 N3O £ P00T/ST/8
40 LAVLS LIVLS ATIVA
suonpuo)) pjRLg | uisyed urgdxy poy3a SJUAWLLIO)) apo)| smels [euoyerddg [  unu aunty, [ eumy PaIsa], Baxy ardoag aeq
; 1910 = POYBIIA| HoBaY | - smElS TeuonjeradQ | 1818 fuoneangy| deis ueg Jo 'oN
Horl] dO SNIEIS | SMIEI§

D-2



Eobziobod AVANIT VN SdD | vivalda1iod | v | viva.loaTiod 3 §z91 | 0081 dTd1d N3IdO 3 $00Z/97/8
A daninaano1ofavaNtl VN SdO |A¥ALLYE IONVHO| L MOHHD 0l 00sT | ostl aTdLI N3dO 3 +00T/9T/8
HONVNILNIVIA
TNLLNMOd
AAANNAANOTO[IVANIT VN SdO | VLIVA1DaTIOO | ¥ | vivad lOFTI0D 08 0s¥1 | oggl A9 N3O € $007/97/8
A AANW[AaNOT1o[avaNI1 VN sdo | ¥aDo01 vivd L MOHHD SI ocel | sigl dTdLI N3dO € $007/9C/3
FAYELLYE HONVHD) HONVNILNIVIA
TNLLNMOA
A AANWIANOTO[IVANIT VN §dD | vivaloaTiod | ¥ [ vivaloaTiodo | su S1el | ozil QT Nado € $007/97/8
AQANW[AANOTOIVANIT VN SdO [A¥ALIVE HONVHO| L NOAHD 01 ozit | orn dTd1d Nado € $007/90/8
HONVNALNIVIA
TNLLNMOA
ﬁonSE AANOTO[AVINIT VN sdO | vivalodaTiod | ¢ | vivad loaTiod 6 or1T €6 dTa1d Nado 3 $002/97/8
AAANWAQNOTO[IVEANIT VN Sdo TS Tv.LIA 4 ALVILITVD 0€ S€6 S06 dTa1i NgdO € $002/97/8
HLIM ALVIEITVO
X aanNW[AdNOTO[IvANIT VN SdD SNOILVYHdO 3 dOlLS [¥7 S06 ovs dTdLI N3dO € 007/92/3
40 LIV.LS JAVLS ATIva
Aadn| ANIVY [avanNTT VN SdD | SNOLLv¥adodo | € dOlLS Sl SS9l | ow91 a9 NIdO € Y00Z/ST/8
dNA NMOaY VI LIvLS ATIva
AN ANIVY [dVENIT VN SdD THIAS TV.LIN z ALVAAITVO o1 o1 | 0£91 QTd1d N9dO 5 $007/ST/8
HLm 41V E4ITvD
XAanN] ANIVY [dvaNIT VN sdD | vivaiogTiod | # | viva 1Log9riodo ST 0£91 | <091 a3 N3dO 3 $P00T/ST/S
suonrpuo) ppRLy | widyeq uwefdxy  [poyle] SJUIUILIO)) apo)|smeis [euonerdadg| ummu | swny, | umy PaIsa BAXY ajdoag Qg
- Y10 = POYIRA] YBL] | - smyey§ [euoneladQ | Je18 fuopeanq doig | welg Jo'oN
PR, z_ do selS | Smelg

D-3



AAANIW| ANNNS [IVANIT VN SdD |AYALLYE 9ONVHD| L JOHHD <l SIST | 00S1 dTH1d NddO € Y00T/LT/8
AONVNALNIVIN
HNLLNAOA
AQANA| ANNOS [dVENIT VN SdD | vlvaldogTiod | ¥ | Yivd LlOdTIOD oL 0081 0s¢el T4 N3dO & Y00T/LT/8
AJAON] ANNAS [JVENIT VN SdO ¥yFO0071 vivd L MOHHD 01 0S¢l orel d'TH1d NddO £ P00T/LT/I8
‘A¥dLLYH FONVHO HONVNALNIVIA
HANLLNMOA
AQANIN| ANNNS [dVENTT VN SdD | VIVALDHTIOO | ¥ | Vivd.lDATIOD 06 ovel | o1zl a1aId NIdO € P00T/LT/8
AJANIN| ANNNS [4VINIT VN SdD |AYALLYE GONVHD| L ADHHO S o1zl S0zZ1 d191d NddO € ¥00T/LT/8
HONVNALNIVIN
JALLNAMOA
WQQDE ANNAS [IVANIT VN SdD | Vva.loaTIOD | ¥ | VLVA.LOdTIOO 06 sozl S€01 Q1414 N3dO & Y00T/LT/8
AN ANNAS JIVENIT VN SdD |A¥HLLVE 3ONVHOD| L AO0dHD 01 S£0l €701 dTa1 N3dO € YO0T/LT/8
HONVNHLNIVIN
HANLLNAMOJ
AQANN] ANNQOS [dVENTT VN SdD | VIVAlDHTIOD | ¥ | VIVA.LDITIOD 08 ST01 S06 Q1414 N3dO € YO0T/LT/8
AQANA| ANNNS [IVENIT VN $dD IS TV.LIN (4 ALVIAITVD 49 <06 0¢£8 a71d14 N9dO 2 Y00T/LT/8
HLIM HLVAGITVO
A QAN ANNAS [dVENTT VN SdD SNOLLVIHdO € dOls 53 0£8 SSL aTdid N3dO £ $¥00T/LL/8
40 LJVIS LIvIS ATIvd
AAANWIAANOTDIVENIT VN SdD | SNOILVYEdO 0 | € dOLS S1 $S91 0991 a’g1d Nado € +007/92/8
AN"d NMOMvHYY LIVLS ATivd
AdANWIAANOTO|EVANIT VN Sdo A4S TVIIN [ HLVAdITYD <1 0v91 $791 aTa1d N3dO £ $00T/97/8
HLIM H1LVEEITVO
suopIpuo)) ppRYy | wianed medxy  [poyld SJUIWITIOD) apo)|snyelg [euoneradg | unn auny, | aumy, paIsaf, BaIy ardoag aeq
1aY)0 = POYIdA] Woel, | - smess reuonesadQ | 1818 ‘uoeang] dois | wmIg JooN
HoeLy, 40O sn3el§ | Snjels

D-4



AQANAN] ANNNS [IvaNTT VN SdD | SNOLLYJEJOd0 | € dois Sl 00St | swbi AT414 N3dO 3 $007/3T/8
ANH NMOATVTId 19vLs ATva
AdAnin] ANNNS [VANIT VN Sd9O TS TV.LAN Z ALVIAITVYD 0T Shrl | STyl ATdL N3dO € $007/82/8
HLIM ALV A TYO
AQanIn| ANNAS [IvaNIT VN Sdo | VLValdaTiod | v | viva.ildodaTiod S8 STyl | 00¢€l aTdld N3dO € P00T/32/8
Aadni| ANNNS [¥VANIT VN §dD | ¥AODOTVIvA | L NOAHD 01 00€l | oszl ATd1d NIdO 3 ¥007/82/8
‘ AJALLY L IDNYHD ADNVNALNIVIA
HALINMOA
AQAnA] ANNNS [IVENIT YN §dD | vivaloaTiod | ¥ | vivaloda1iod | ssi 0stl | szol AT N3dO € +002/32/8
[AQANA] ANNNS [MVEANIT ¥N $d0 |A¥ALLVd 3DNVHO| L MOFHO 01 Szo1 | s101 47414 N3dO € P0O0T/8T/8
FONVNAINIVIA
FNLLNMOJ
XaanN| ANNNS [dVENTT VN SdD | VIVAlDd1ioD | + | vivaldda1iod | oL SI101 06 ATl NIdO € $00Z/87/8
A Qdni| ANNNS [dVANIT VN sdD THILS TYLIN z ALVIAITVD ST S06 0vs a4l NadO £ #007/87/8
HLIM FLVAGITVO
Aadan| ANNNS [dvaNIT VN SdD SNOILLV¥dd0O € dOlLs Sy 0r8 SSL aT7d1d N3do € $00T/87/8
40 14VLS LAVLS ATIVA
[AQAnNiN] ANNNS [dVANIT VN SdD | SNOLLVYEdOd0 | ¢ dOo1s ST soLl | o¥91 a4 NadO € Y00T/LL/S
ANI NMOM@IVEIIE LAVLS ATIVA
Aadn| ANNNS [IvENTT VN SdD TAIAS TV.LIN Z ALVILITYO Sl 0¥91 | $zo1 a1 N3dO € Y00T/LTS
HLIM 3LVILITVYD
AQANA| ANNNS [dVANIT VN SdD | vivalogaTiod | # | viva.loda1iod oL sz91 [ si61 aT1d1d NIdO € Y00T/LT/8
suonrpuo)) pPLy | ured urs[ax;y PO SJUAUUIC)) apo))| smeig (guoyriddg | umu auny | 2wl PaIsay vaay ajdoag e
1310 = POYIRIA]| Wor4L | - snIEIS [euoBIadQ 1818 fuoneang dois | elg Jo-oN
HoeL], do SIJEIS | SMEIS

D-5




AQANW[ATNOTO{AVEANIT VN SdD | IS Tv.LAW z ALVIEITYD ST S091 | 0¥SI ATHId N3dO £ [voozoe
HLIM ALV I4ITYD
AQANAATNOTO[IVENIT VN SdD | VIvalogaTiod | ¥ | vivalddTiod | st 0vsT | sswi Q'1d1d N3dO € | v00z/0¢/8
(X AANN[AaNOTO[IVANT'T VN SdD | SALITTELYSSdD | 9 TNV or ssp1 | sivl Q714 NadO ¢ | v00z0e/8
DONIAIFDHEY LON INTAJINDA
AQANW[AANOTO[avENET VYN SdO | vavalodaTiod | v | vivaidaTiod | ss Syl | ozel A'TaLA N3dO £ | v00z/0¢/8
AQANN[AAOOTO[IVANTT VN SdD [A¥dlLvd aDNVHO| &L MDHHD 01 ozel | orgt ATa11 NIdO ¢ |v00z/0e/3
FONVNHINIVIA
HNLINMOA
AQANN[AdNOTO[AVANIT VN SdO | VIva 1091100 | ¥ [ VIvVA1daTIOD | SL orer | ssti dTd1d Nado € | vo0z0es8
AQANAAANOTO[IVANTT VN SdD | wHODOTvIvA | L JDFHD 01 SSIT | swll AL N3dO ¢ [v00z0€8
‘AYALLY 9 ADNVHD HONVNHLNIVIA
FNLLNMOd
AQANANIAANOTO[IVANIT VN SdD | VIVALOFATIOD | + | vIVAlOATIOD | sL S¥i1 | ogo1 dTdld N3dO ¢ [ voozoes8
AQANW[ACNOTO[AVENET VN SdD [AY¥ALLVE ADNVHO[ L MOdHD 01 0€01 | 0Zo1 QTH1d N3dO £ | v00z0¢/3
HONVNILNIVIA
HNLINAMOA
AJANA[AANOTO[YVANIT VN SdD | VIVQLIO"TIOD | ¥ | VIVQIDHATIOO | €9 0701 | St6 EEIRER) € |voozoes8
L AaNWAaNOTONVANIT VN SdD | oIS TV.LAW [ EIRZ IV Z0) S¢ cl6 0r8 QI NadO £ | ¥00z/0¢/3
HLM ALVIEITYD
AQQNAAANOTO|AVANTT VN SdD SNOLLYJddO € dOLS 94 0r8 NE Q1 N3dO £ [vooz0e/8
A0 LAVLS 1AVLS ATva
suonIpuo)) pldLy | uraped urejdxgy IPOYIIAL SJUIUIO)) apo)| sme§ [euoyeradg [  unu dwiLy, iy, Pa1sa], BIY ardoag eq
1310 = POYId]A] Hord, | - snyes [euoyeradQ | yels (uoneanqy) doyg | 11e3g JooN
PeIY, ~z_ do smejg | smerg

D-6



"1x31 paryd1yS1y U1 polesIpul ore UOTENSUOWAP d1J1oads s1yy 03 Jusuriiad SanIANOY (910N

bQQDS;}n_:OJU AVINIT VN SdD Yivd LOFdTI100D ¥ | Vvivd .LOFdTI10D Sil 0SS GCEl SAooOMm € FOOT/1E/8
AAANWAANOTOEVENITT VN SdD |AMHLLVE HDNVHO| L MOHHD T ceel 0gEl SAoom € POOT/1€/8
HONVNHLNIVIA
s HWILNMOA
AAQANINAANOTOAVENIT VN SdO Yivda LodT100 ¥ | VIVA LOdT100 0s 0€El (Vi SAoom € P00/ 1E/8
AQANWATNOTOIVENIT VN SdD [A¥HLLYE HONVHO| L MNOAHD 01 ovzl | ogzl SA0OM 3 FOOT/1€/8
HONVNALNIVIN
e HNILNAMOA
AQANWIAANOTO EVENIT VN SdD | JF¥d INFWJINOT | € dOLS 09 0€T1 0€ll SAoom € H00T/1€/8
LAVLS ATIvVd
AAANWIAANOTIO|AVENIT VN SdO | V.vVd L1OFT110D ¥ | V1lvd LO3T100 0s 0gll Or01 SAOOM £ H0T/1€/8
AQANWIAGNOTIOAVENIT VN SdD [A¥ALLYE 3DNVHO| L AOHHO 01 0¥01 0t0l SAaoom £ +00T/1€/8
HONVNILNIVIN
HALLNAMOO
AQANWIAANOTO{EVENIT VN SdD V.LVd LogaT1100 ¥ | YiVA LOFTI0D 09 0£01 0€6 SAoOM £ POOT/1€/8
IAAANNAGNOTO[AVENIT VN SdD Vivd LOHTIOO ¥ | VLVA LOFTI0O oy 0¢6 0S8 dTdId N3dO € PO/1£/8
IAQANWIAGNOTO[IVANIT VN SdD HAIdS TV.LHA 4 HLVIHEITVO ST 0s8 S8 d7191d N3dO £ Y00Z/1¢/8
HLIM FLVILITVO
TDQDE AANOTOAVENIT VN SdD SNOLLVYdd0O 13 dOLS (013 €78 SSL d74did NIdO € YO0/ 1¢/8
40 LIVLS LIVLS ATIvd
IAQANNAANOTOIVANIT VN Sd9D | SNOILLYd3d0 40 3 dOlLS Y4 0£91 S091 dTdId N3dO € Y00Z/0¢/8
ANI NMOMIVAId LAVLS ATIvd
suonpuo) PRy | uIeed uredxy e SHUAUIWO)) 3po))|[smes (euopeIad( |  urw awny, | awiL PIISa ], 831y ardoag aeq
a0 = POyl Hoel], | - smels (euoperadQ | 1e1s fuopeang doig es Jo *'oN
¥oeldy dO smels | ses

D-7



"1x9] paIYSITYS1Y UT PoIROIpUT SIB UOIIBIISUOWP O1j10ads STy} 03 Jusumiad SarAloy 910N

AQANN| ANNNS [IVENIT VN SdD [V1vVd DONILOFTIO) 9 NAMO@IvVII g €T STET 00¢1  |%01/%06 A 1411 NIJO € P00T/1/6
LON SOVIA INAWAINOA SINDON
AN ANNNS [dVANIT VN SdD | vivd.lodTIoD v | V1vd LOITIOD Sy 00¢tl SIZI  |1%01/%06 ATdId NAdO £ ¥00Z/1/6
STNDOW
IAQANA| ANNAOS |JVANIT VN SdD |AYHLLVE GDONVHD| L YMO0dHO sS Siz1 SOTI  [%01/%06 ATdId NIdO € $00Z/1/6
AONVNALNIVIA STNDONW
HALLNMOA
AQANA] ANNAS [IVANIT VN Sd9O Yiva 1OdTIOD ¥ | vilvd LDET1T10D 038 goTl1 SYOI  |1%01/%06 1914 NIdO 3 P00T/1/6
STNO0NW
IAQANIN| ANNOS [dVENIT VYN SdD AVHIE/HONNT S | AVHII/HONNT 01 P01 S0l |1%01/%06 ATHId NAdO € ¥002/1/6
STNDONW
AJANN| ANNOS [dVANIT VN SdD | vIvd L1OdTIOO ¥y | V1vd LOITIOD <9 SE0I 0€6  |%01/%06 Q1914 NIdO € $00T/1/6
STIND0ONW
AJANA] ANNNS [IVANIT VN SdO 1S TV.LHA 4 HIVAII'TVO 0oL 0¢6 028  |%01/%06 ATd1d NAdO 2 +00¢/1/6
HLIM 31VIEITVO STTNOONW
IAGQANAN} ANNNS [IVANIT VN Sd5 SNOILYYddO (2 dOLS 4 0cs8 SSL  |%01/%06 41914 NIdO € ¥00T/1/6
40 LAV.LS LAVIS ATvd STNODONW
AQANNIAANOTOAVENITT VN SdD | SNOLLY¥Hd0 40 £ dOLS L7 0081 SELL SAooMm £ POOT/1E/8
ANH NAOAVHYH LAVLS ATIva
AQANWIAANOTIO[AVENIT VN SdD HALdS TV.LIN [ HLVEEITVO 0t SELL SILI SAoom £ PO0T/1£/8
HLIM HLYVHEITVD
AdANWIAANOTO AVENITT VN SdD V.LVd 1Lod1100 ¥ | VLVA LOFTIOD SL SILI 0091 Saoom £ FOOT/1E/8
AQANWIAANOTO[AVENIT VN SdO |A¥ALLYE HDNVHD| L MIHHD 0l 0091 0SS1 SAoom £ HOOT/1£/8
HONVNHALNIVIA
HWILLNMOJ
suonIpuo)) pPIJ | uianed ure[dxy  [pouldAlf sjuauUIIIO)) apo)|smyels reuoneradg | umu aumy | ewy paJsa], ealy aidoag e
a3 = poqiapy| e | - snjess [euoneIadQ | 18IS fuopemq dojs | els JooN
FoeLy, dO SEIS | smyelg

D-8



QAN| ANNNS |IVEANIT VN SdD | vivd.lDdaTIOoD | ¥ | vLvd.1lOaTIOD 0s ov6 058 Q7144 N3dO € $00Z/T/6
ACQANA| ANNAS jIVENIT VN SdD IAI4S TV.LIN T HLVAEITVD 0g¢ 0S8 0z8 aTdld N3dO £ ¥00¢72/6
HLIM 3LV TVO
AQANW ANNAS [IVENIT VN SdO SNOILLVYdadO £ dOl1s 0¢ 0z8 0SL 1914 N3dOo € ¥002/2/6
40 LYVLS LAVIS A Tvd

AQANN| ANNNS [IVENIT VN SdD | SNOLLVYHdO 40 | ¢ dO1S 0z OILL | 0S91 |%01/%06 ATHIA NIJO| € $002/1/6
ANH NMOANVHYd LIVIS A Tva STNDOW

AQANN| ANNNS [IVANIT VN Sd9 HMIdS TV.LAW T ALVILITYD 0T 0591 0€91  [%01/%06 A1HLI NadO| ¢ ¥002/1/6
HLIA LVIEITVO STNOONW

AQANIN| ANNNS [dVANIT VN | 84D | VLVALOITIOO | v | VIvVA LDATIOOD of 0€91 | 0SSI |%01/%06 AT NHdO| € ¥00Z/1/6
STNOONW

AQANN| ANNNOS [HVANIT VN SdD |A¥YHLLYY 3DNVHO| L A0dHO 01 0sS1 OvS1  |%01/%06 ATAId NAdO € ¥002/1/6
HONVNHLNIVIA STNOONW

HWLLNAOA

AAANA| ANNOS IVENIT VN SdD | VLVALlDATIOD | ¢+ | VIVALOATIOO 0¢ ()29 0IST |%01/%06 ATHId N3dO| € ¥00T/1/6
STNDON

AQANN| ANNNOS [dVENIT VN SdD | MVHIE/HONNT S | AVEIE/HONNT S1 ol1s1 SSP1  1%01/%06 ATHLE NAdO| € ¥00Z/1/6
STNOOW

AdANA] ANNNS [JVINIT VN SdO | VLVALOFdTIOD | ¥ | ViVd .LOITIOO St SS¥l | 0I¥1  |%01/%06 A'THIA N3dO| € Y00T/1/6
STNOOW

AQANN| ANNNS [AVANIT VN SdD | MVTAG/HONN'T S | AvEId/HONNT 01 (1184 00v1  [%01/%06 A'THIA NAJO| € $002/1/6
STNDON

JAQANIAl ANNAS [AVENIT VN SdD | VLVA1DATIOD | ¥ | VIvd.lOFTIOO 33 00v1 STel  (%01/%06 ATdId NIdO| € ¥00T/1/6
STNOONW

suopIpuo)) platg | uIsneg ureidxg  [poa] SJUIUILIO)) apo)|smeis [euoneradg| umu | auny | ouny PASI], BATY aidoa g aeq
1910 = POYIdIA] WoelL | - smers jeuonesadg | 1818 fuogeangl dois | el Jo "oN
Haeay, d0 smels | smeys

D-9



"1x91 poIyS1yYS Iy ur pajedIpul 91k UONENSUOWAP JIJ1oads sy} 01 JuoutiIad SOIIAIOY (910N

AQANIN] ANNNOS [4VENIT VN SdD | NOILVZITIHOWHd | 01 [NOLLVZITIdOWAd] S6 00L1 GTsl THLE N3O £ ¥00T/TI6
AGANIA| ANNNOS [dVENIT VN SdD NOHHD V.Lvd L AOHHD 0S1] STst YAl dT31d N3dO £ ¥00T/T/6
HONVNILNIVIA
HANLLNMAOA
AQANIAN| ANNAS [9VEANIT VN SdD | V1vd 1OdTI0D ¥ | VIVA 1OITI0D s¢ 994 00Z1 ATH1d N3dO € ¥00T/T/6
Adani| ANNNS [dVENIT VN SdD | V.ivVd 1lOFTIOO ¥ | vivd LOFTIoD 0T 00zl Ovll SAoom £ ¥00TIT/6
IAQANIA| ANNNOS [MVANIT VN SdO [AYALLYVA HONVHO| L HOHIHD 01 or1l 0fil dTd1d N3dO 2 Y00T/T/6
HONVNIALNIVIA
HALLNAOA
AQANN| ANNAS [JVENIT VN SdD | vivd.lOo"FT1100 ¥ | VLvd LOFTIOO 09 o€t 0£01 d714d14d N3dO & YO0Z/T/6
AQANA] ANNNS jIVINIT VN SdD AVHIE/HONNT S | MAVEIIE/HONNT 0¢S 0€01 or6 dT41d NIdO g Y00Z/2/6
SuonIpuo)) pIRY | urdeq urerdxyg IpoqIaA] SJUAUILLIO)) apo)|smeg [euoneradg |  umm aumy, | awly, Pa3sa], Baay aydoag e
L1310 = poIdIA] Moea], | - SMIBIS [BuonRIadQ) | JBIS Fuopeanqy dois MEIS JoeN
YOBLL d0 snels | smjels

D-10



APPENDIX E. REFERENCES

Standardized UXO Technology Demonstration Site Handbook, DTC Project
No. 8-C0O-160-000-473, Report No. ATC-8349, March 2002.

Aberdeen Proving Ground Soil Survey Report, October 1998.
Data Summary, UXO Standardized Test Site: APG Soils Description, May 2002.

Yuma Proving Ground Soil Survey Report, May 2003.
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APPENDIX F. ABBREVIATIONS

AEC = U.S. Army Environmental Center

APG = Aberdeen Proving Ground

ASCH = American Standard Code for Information Interchange.
ATC = U.S. Army Aberdeen Test Center

EM = electromagnetic

EMI = electromagnetic interference

EMIS = Electromagnetic Induction Spectroscopy

ERDC = U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Engineering Research and Development Center
ESTCP = Environmental Security Technology Certification Program
EQT = Army Environmental Quality Technology Program

FPGA = field Programmable Gate Array

GPS = Global Positioning System

HEAT = high-explosive antitank

JPG = Jefferson Proving Ground

PM = project manager

POC = point of contact

QA = quality assurance

QC = quality control

ROC = receiver-operating characteristic

RTK = real time kinematic

RTS = Robotic Total Station

SERDP = Strategic Environmental Research and Development Program

UTM = Universal Transverse Mercator
UXO unexploded ordnance
YPG U.S. Army Yuma Proving Ground
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